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THE HUDSON’S BAY COMPANY AND THE RED RD71^
TRADE.
Hattie Listenfelt.
I.
Early History, 1670-1821.
About the year 1663 two French fur traders, Radisson and
Groseilliers, attempted to interest the merchants of Montreal and
Quebec in a fur-trading venture in Hudson Bay. In the years
just previous to this, these.two had been exploring and trading
in the region around the upper part of Lake Superior. It is not
known positively just where they went in the course of a journey \ .
which they made in 1662, but immediately upon their return from
that trip >they began to agitate the subject of trade in Hudson
Bay: :
they had not actually reached the Bay, they had at least
j
learneda great deal:about it and about its great advantages in
the way o f fur trade.. They met with no success in their efforts
<
to arouse interest in this trade because the Canadian merchants ' ;
were busy with other ventures and in consideration of the exist
ing friendly relations between the English and French, perhaps
they had no wish to antagonize the English by encroaching on the
territory which they'claimed. Since 1610 the Hudson Bay coun
try had been claimed by the English by reason of the discoveries
of Henry Hudson, Button, Fox, and James; later English explorers
had strengthened the claim.
The New Englanders had been interested in fur trading and
it was probably a knowledge of this fact which led Radisson and
Groseilliers to seek help in Boston. The story goes that in 1664
they secured the services of a ship- in Boston under a certain
Captain Zachary Gillam to undertake an expedition to the Bay.
Such an attempt may have been made, but if so, nothing came
of it.
i?’’
Radisson and Groseilliers next tried to secure help for their
venture at the French Court but without success. Some one of
influence, however, seems to have become interested in their ex
plorations and projects and to have secured for them letters of
?
introduction to Prince Rupert, the cousin and favorite of Charles
II. of England, who was well known as a patron of such under
takings.
The extravagant and dissolute -court of the restored Stuarts
was in chronic need of money at this time. Charles II. had “ no
-desire to go on his travels again” so he was trying to get along
without asking Parliament for any great amounts of money. A c
cordingly, Radisson and Groseilliers found willing listeners for
their scheme to secure great wealth in the fur trade. Prince Ru-
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were fitted out, one of which with Radisson on board went to the
mouth of the Nelson River where the important York Factory
was later located. From this time on. trade was regularly estab
lished between London and the Bay. The Company prospered
during these first years but common report in London probably
gave it a much greater profit than it really enjoyed. An air of
mystery surrounded its transactions on account o f the secrecy of
its meetings and the fact that its operations were carried on in
the unknown New "World.
For a very long time the agents of the Company showed no
disposition to branch out from the edge of the Bay but were con
tent with the furs which the Indians brought to them. Fifteen
years after the Charter was granted, only five -trading posts had
been established: Rupert, Moose. Severn, Albany, and York, all
of which are on the very shore of the Bay.
The men who were sent over first by the Company do not
seem to have been suited either by inclination or experience for
such a venture. Their manner of living here did not tend to
change their inclinations; the longer they stayed in the forts t'he
harder it was to stir from them.1 A few early explorers did go out
from the trading posts but they seem to have acted on their own
initiative rather than from encouragement they received from any
one connected with the Company. .The Governor and Board of
Directors in London who had complete control over the affairs of
the Company knew very little about actual conditions in their
territory. They did not have a proper conception of the size of
the region nor of the importance of sending out explorers to take
actual possession of the country. Friends of the Company con
tended that it did have the only kind of possession possible at
such a time, in that it had the country under its control through
the fact that the Indians of the interior brought their furs to the
posts.
Another people, however, were soon to show that there was
another kind of possession which was likely to be much stronger
and more lasting. Various commissions issued to the French fur
companies in Canada since 1540 had defined the northern bound
aries of the grants in more or less vague terms and thus given
rise to French claims to the Hudson Bay country. It was as
serted. too, that French traders had visited the region as early
as 1627 and at various times since then. In 1670, the French
Tntendant Talon wrote to Colbert that information had been
brought to him by some Algonquins that European traders had
been seen on the shores of the Bay. Talon surmised at once that
they were Englishmen conducted by Groseilliers. He determined
to offset such efforts by sending traders among the Indians to the
1.

Willson. Tlii (in-dt Company. London, 1000, I., 10$, 210.
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conducting trading operations around Lake Xepigon and in the
region between Lake Superior and the upper Mississippi. It was
his design to hold here trade which would otherwise go north to
the Company. This was a good point from which to reach the
heart of the Company’s possessions and we soon find the French
taking advantage of the opportunity.
In 1731 the famous French explorer Verendrye organized a
trading company at Montreal and set out to establish trading
posts in the country northwest of Lake Superior. He had great
difficulty in securing help to carry out his plans but in the thir
teen years which he spent in this region he accomplished as much
as the great Hudson’s Bay Company had accomplished since its
organization 70 years before this time. He established forts on
Lakes Manitoba and 'Winnipeg, and on the Saskatchewan and Assiniboine Rivers, at all points which he considered best calculated
to secure trade and keep it from going north to the Bay. How' well
he selected these places may be judged from the fact that on the
sites of these posts the Hudson’s Bay Company later established
posts.
After Verendrye’s death in 1749 the enterprise of the
French in the west languished and finally in 1763 the country
passed out of their hands altogether.
Meamvhile the Company had scarcely stirred from the posts
on the Bay. They had. it is true, noticed the effect of Verendrye's
enterprise on their trade and in 1742 built a post 150 miles up the
Albany River. They did this in the hope of keeping some of the
trade of this region which was being drawn to Verendrye’s posts,
but they were not moved to make any further effort.
Affairs had not been moving smoothly at home all this time.
In 1689. the Company petitioned Parliament for a confirmation
of the Charter. The probable explanation of this action is that
the Company feared that its close connection writh the Stuarts
might work it harm under the new government. The Charter had
been granted by Charles II.. the first Governor had been Rupert,
who was closely connected with the exiled family, and the second
Governor had been the banished King himself. It would be no
wonder if the Company felt that it needed the sanction of Parlia
ment. The confirmation was granted in 1690 for a period of 7
years and its renewal was never asked for. probably because the
i ompany feared the issue of such a request.
The same year a petition was presented to Parliament against
!w confirmation of the trading privileges of the Company. The
reasons for the complaint alleged were that the high price of bea
ver was turning an immense amount of the trade to the French
in Canada and that the monopoly had kept the English dealers
from getting the best beaver. Some of the London trade guilds
interested in the beaver trade attempted to push matters against
the Company but owing to the press of other business Parliament
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eepting the trade which had gone back to the Company after the
conquest by the English.
This free trade assumed great proportions and seriously cut
down the profits of the Company, whose representatives finally
i
became alarmed and in 1774 attempted to hold their own by the
establishment of Cumberland House on the eastern shore of Stur
geon Lake. “ From this period to the present time,” writes Alex
ander Mackenzie at the close of the century, ‘ ‘ they have been
following the Canadians to their different establishments, while,
on the contrary, there is not a solitary instance that the Cana
dians have followed them.” ! ■ The competition for trade between
these independent traders was carried on far away from any legal
restraints, so there was no limit on the means which were used
to secure, advantages. Liquor was used freely in the transac
tions and rival traders were injured as much as possible by mis
representations. This policy tended to destroy the confidence of
the Indians and the profits of the trade.
From year to year the traders pushed a little farther to the
West and North West. In 1778’ some traders on the Saskatche
wan entrusted a trading expedition to Mr. Peter Pond who was
to proceed to the Athabasca country if possible. He succeeded
in reaching Elk River where he passed the winter, trading with
the Cristineaux and Chipewyan tribes who had been in the habit
of carrying their furs annually to Ft. Churchill, of which cus
tom Mackenzie says: ‘ ‘ the latter by barren grounds, where they
; yt
suffered innumerable hardships, and were sometimes even starved
&
A
to death. The former followed the course of the lakes and rivers,
through a country that abounded in animals, and where there was
plenty of fish; but though they did not suffer from want of food
the intolerable fatigue of such a journey could not be easily re
/i
paid to an Indian; they were, therefore, highly gratified by see
ing people come to their country to relieve them from such long,
toilsome, and dangerous journeys; and were immediately recon
ciled to give an advanced price for the articles necessary to their
comfort and convenience.” 1
2 These words explain why the Com
pany was losing its trade. The French had always disputed the
English claim to this territory and these free traders naturally
^§8
inherited the French idea.
The trade with the Indians was checked in 1781 by an out |Si
-*
break of smallpox among them but in 1783— 84 it took on a more
important Character through the union of several Montreal mer
IS
chants in a new company to be called the North West Company.
In 1787 the organization was completed by the addition of an
other important group of merchants. With these were joined
traders of the better class and half-breeds who had been traffic1.
2.

Alexander MacKenzie, Voyage from Montreal, New York, 1802, p. 7.
Ib„ 9.
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to reach the fur producing country from Ft. William than it was
from the icy shores of Hudson Bay.
The operations of the North West Company interfered so
seriously with the business of the Hudson’s Bay Company that
the profits of the older Company ceased entirely and they incurred
great losses in the period after the amalgamation of the North
West and X Y companies in 1805. The Napoleonic Wars and the
Continental System made the situation all the worse by destroy
ing markets and increasing the risk of transportation. In 1809,
the great corporation was reduced to the necessity of applying to
the government for aid. They did not succeed in securing any
thing, however, but a slight concession in regard to storing furs
free of duty.1
Soon after this time, the Earl o f Selkirk, a Scotch nobleman,
who had visited Montreal and had learned a great deal there about
the situation existing between the rival companies, came forward
to take a hand in the. matter. He began to buy Hudson’s Bay
Company stock which was selling at a very low price at this
time, and by 1811 he had secured the controlling interest. He
then proposed to the Company that they grant him a tract of land
from their territory on which to found a eolony. (Some years
before this he had wanted to found a colony in the region of Lake
Winnipeg but had been prevailed upon to select Prince Edward’s
Island instead.) In spite of spirited opposition he secured such a
grant in May, 1811. The new district was to be known as Assiniboia and its limits are described as follows in the deed given to
Lord Selkirk: “ All that tract of land or territory bounded by an
imaginary line running as follows, that is to say, beginning on
the western slope of Lake Winnipeg at aTpoint in 52° 30' north
latitude, and thence running due west to-the Lake Winnipegoos,
then in a southerly direction, through the said lake so as to strike
its western shore in latitude 52°, then due west to the place where
the 52nd. degree intersects the western branch of Red River, Assiniboine River, then due south from that point of intersection to
the height of land which separates the waters running into Hud
son’s Bay from those of the Missouri and Mississppi, then in an
easterly direction along the source of the Winnipeg River (mean
ing by such last named river, the principal branch of the waters
which unite in Lake Sagenayas), thence along the main stream
of these waters, and the middle of the several lakes through which
they flow, to the mouth of the Winnipeg River, and thence in a
northerly direction through the middle of Lake Winnipeg to the
place of beginning.’ ’1
2 Thus Assiniboia included the Red River
valley, the greater part of the Assniboine. parts of Lakes Winni1.
2.

Willson. The Great Company, II., 123-129.
Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Company, A u g . 17,

rn.
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the North Westers on more than one occasion befriended and aided
the colonists, although they must have felt that this new project
did not augur any good to them. Jan. 8, 1814, the Governor of
the colony, Miles MeDonell, issued a proclamation which showed
thaf the object of founding the colony was not purely philan
thropic. The proclamation was to the effect that no provisions
of any sort were to be carried out of the colony without license
from the Governor. This was virtually a declaration of war
against the North West Company for if complied, with, it would
mean that they would be unable to carry on their trading opera
tions in the northwest, for all their provisions for that trade had
to be carried through the district of Assiniboia and of course the
Governor would not grant licenses to them. In October of the
same. year,the Governor issued a second proclamation in which
the Canadians, as the members of the North West Company were
often-: called, were warned to leave their posts and give up their
trade. Of course they did not comply with this demand which
the colonists were wholly unable to enforce. They had that very
strong right, the right of possession and they meant to hold-on
to it. They would not give up so easily their immense property
interests at the mere word of those whom they regarded as foreign
intruders. In the meantime Governor MeDonell had begun to
drill his colonists as soldiers and military supplies were being sent
over!
The agent of the North West Company at Ft. Gibraltar had
been circulating among the colonists with the object of persuad
ing them to leave the place. This man was a Scotchman and
they were disposed, to listen to him as a friend who was warning
them of the danger and difficulty of their position. In the spring
of 1815 actual war was on and in an encounter between the rival
forces, Governor MeDonell was made a prisoner and the Hudson's
Bay Co. officers agreed to the abandonment of the colony in order
that trade might go on as usual. Some of the colonists entered
the service of the Hudson’s Bay Co.; others went to Jack river
or Norway House, as it was afterwards called; and one or two
to York Factory. About fifty families were taken by the North
West Company to Canada and to all appearances the colony had
failed utterly.1
2In the fall; however, another lot of immigrants came, who
in company with the colonists returned from Norway House, were
forced to winter at Pembina. After their return to Ft. Douglas
in the spring of 1816, they seized Ft. Gibraltar and took posses
sion of the furs stored there. In June of this year there was an
encounter between a number of the Northwesters and the colon
ists in which about twenty of the latter were killed. This affair
1.
2.

i

Ross, Red River Settlement, London, 1856, pp. 26-28.
Ib., 29.
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territory covered by the charter of 1670. The reasons for this
grant are given in the license as being; (1) The H. B. Co. and the
N. W. Co; had extended the fur trade over many parts of America
which had. not been before explored; (2) they had entered into
an agreement" to end the competition in trade which had proved
so injurious to the trade itself, to the Indians and to the various
British subjects. The exclusive privileges were to continue for
twenty one years on consideration that the Company keep an
accurate record of its employees and turii in annually a register
of the same to the Secretary of State for the Colonies. Further
more they were to give security in the sum of £5000 for due ex
ecution of justice in criminal processes and in civil processes
where the amount in dispute was in excess of” £200. The Com
pany were to submit as soon as possible rules and regulations for
carrying on. the fur trade with the Indians which would look
toward their moral‘and religious improvement and the abolition
of the. use of liquor in fur trading operations.1
In ; the meantime the eolonists had been undergoing great
hardships and discouragements.
Nothing had been said about
their interests or position under the new arrangements which
indicates, perhaps, that they were no longer objects of usefulness.
They struggled during the summer to get a little grain harvested'
and then spent the winters at Pembina in order to be close to the'
food supply of the plains. The whole colony does not seem to
have been reduced to the necessity of wintering at Pembina after
1821. In both 1818 and 1819, the colony suffered greatly owing
to the fact'that the entire crop of both years was destroyed by
grasshoppers.
The colony received additions from various sources. We
noticed the fact that Lord Selkirk was accompanied by a number
of soldiers when he arrived at Red River. He had come by the
way of Canada where he found these soldiers just discharged from
service in the War of 1812. He hired them to go with him to his
ill-starred colony; they were for a small price to navigate the
boats for him to the Red River. If they wanted to remain, they
were to have lands .assigned to them. If not, they were to be
conveyed, back to. Montreal or to Europe as they chose. They
decided to stay with the colony and were assigned land opposite
Point Douglas. They were a motley lot. There were four offi
cers and about eighty men from the de Meuron regiment, largely
Germans and Piedmontese who had been forced by conscription
into Bonaparte’s army and had joined the English-regiment when
it was stationed at Gibraltar in 1809. - There were also about

of

1.
The' Hudson’ s Bay Co, Return to an Address of the-Honorable The HouseCommons, August 8, 1842, pp. 21-29.
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Professor Keating, the historian of the expedition of Major
Long of the -U. S. Army, gives a description of both Pembina
and Red Kiver as he saw them in 1823. At this time there were
about 350 people, % of whom were half-breeds, at Pembina in
some 60 log cabins. We may get.some idea of the life of these
people from Prof. Keating’s statement that about 300 of them
returned from a buffalo hunt while he was there, having been
absent 45 days without being heard from. He speaks of the neat
ness and comfort in many of the cabins of the Scotch and Swiss
at Ked River and of the agricultural improvements taking place
there all the time. There seemed every prospect that the colony
might succeed in an agricultural way as soon as proper farming
implements were provided. Wheat.had yielded at this early time
as much as fifty bushels'an acre and the colonists- had been very
successful..in growing potatoes.111.
International Relations.
As already noticed, after the union of 1821, the old Lake
Superior route was abandoned and the only outlet of the new
Company was the route by York Factory and Hudson-Bay. Their
communication with the outside world was difficult and uncer
tain. Their port was ice bound nine months out of twelve. If a
ship met with any mishap or delay in leaving for London in the
autumn, it was likely to be held in the Bay during the winter, for
the ice formed quickly and at times very early in the season. As
a fur trading concern the Company managed to get along very
well without making any systematic effort to establish roads
through their territory and with their port useless the greater
part of the year, but it remained to be seen as to how long the
new colony would depend solely upon such precarious methods
of communication. In the earliest years of its existence, the col
ony depended altogether on the Company for supplies which were
brought from York Factory in boats on the Nelson River during
the open season, and drawn over the snow in "dog sledges during
the winter. The Nelson River was full of obstructions, thirty
three portages being necessary in the course of the journey from
York Factory to Red River.*1
2 It would have been possible to re
move these obstructions only at very great expense, and the Com
pany had not seen fit to make any improvements in the naviga
tion from-the. time when they had.first made use of the river as
a means of transport. Their opponents said that means of com
munication were not improved because it was to the interest of

---------- ----1. Keating,: Narrative of an Expedition to the-Source of St. Peter’s River,
Philadelphia, 1824, p. 65.
2. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Co., 1857, No. 5821.
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the mouth of St. Peter’s. The northern route left the Red River
near the mouth of Buffalo River and passing north of Ottertail
Lake reached .the Crow Wing River a short distance above its
junction with the Mississippi1
The operatons of early traders like Col. Dickson, the close
connection which the Selkirk Settlers had with Pembina, and the
comparative ease of communication all led to the early estab
lishment of trade relations with the Americans, which were des
tined to be far-reaching in the^f consequences.
In 1819, the entire crop at Red River was destroyed by grass
hoppers, so several men were sent to Prairie du Chien on the Mis
sissippi, almost one thousand miles distant, to buy a supply of
seed Wheat. The men made the trip on snow-shoes and at the
end of three months time reached their destination, where they
bought from a trading firm 250 bushels of wheat at 10 s. per
bushel, 100 bushels of oats and 30 bushels of peas. One account
of the transaction mentions that chickens were also purchased
at this time and taken back to Red River.1
2 The grain was loaded
on three Mackinac boats manned with six hands each and ac
cording to the account of H. H. Sibley3 placed in charge of Dun
can Graham, and a Scotchman named Laidlaw, who was aeting
as superintendent of farming for the Earl of Selkirk. They
started up the Mississippi April 15, 1820 but were delayed by the
ice in Lake Pepin and planted the Maypole there. May 3, they
were able to continue the voyage and passed on up the Minne
sota River to Big Stone Lake from where they made the portage
of a mile and a half to Lake Traverse by drarwing the boats across
on wooden rollers. From the Lake they journeyed on down Red
River until they reached the colony safely in June.4 The boat
men returned across the plains on foot and from Big Stone Lake
by canoe.5
The expedition cost Lord Selkirk £1040 sterling. This is
the only instance in which heavy articles were transported the
whole distance from Prairie du Chien to Red River Colony by
water with the exception of the portage to Lake Traverse.
Enough of the Wheat sown at this time ripened for seed and Red
River never again lacked seed for grain, although the food sup1. 31st. Cong., 1st: Session, Senate Ex. Doc. No. 42. Exploration of* Capt.
Pope, p. 9.
2. Collections, Minn. Hist. Soc., Vol. 1., p. 220.
3. “ Reminiscences: Historical and Personal,” H. H. Sibley, Minn.
Hist. Col
lections, Vol. 1, pp. 470-471.
4. Alexander Ross, Red River: Settlement, pp. 50-51.
5. In 1820 an expedition was sent by the TJ. S. Gov’t from Council Bluff to the
mouth of the St. Peter's where Ft. Snelling was later established. Stephen Watts
Kearney, a member of the party left a journal describing the expedition. Under the
date of July 23, 1820 when the party was a short distance above the mouth of the
St. Peter’s he has this entry: “ a boat with some Frenchmen from Lord Selkirk’s
establishment on the Red River arrived at this time.”
In all probability these
were some of the boatmen returning to Prairie du Chien, as they would just about
have reached this point at this time. Journal of Stephen Watts Kearney, reprinted
from Mo. Hist. Colls., III., 20.
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After a long difficult journey by the way of Lake Traverse
they arrived at the fort where their extreme want was relieved
by the officers of the garrison.1 After the disastrous flood of 1826r
the majority of the Swiss abandoned the colony for a more favor
able location and found new homes in the United States. A part
of them drifted on down the Mississippi to various French settle
ments but some of them remained where the city of St. Paul now
stands.1
2 These journeys of the Swiss helped to make the road
to St. Peter’s better known and to strengthen the growing attach
ment for American trade.
We will pause for a moment in the story of the British col
ony in order to trace the development of its American neighbor.
After the purchase of Louisiana, the United States Government
hastened to get a firm grip on the new possessions by sendingout exploring expeditions: In 1805, Lieutenant Zebulon Mont
gomery Pike was. ordered to set out from St. Louis to trace the
upper waters of the Mississippi and to warn British traders out
of American territory. September 23 of that year he reached
the mouth of St. Peter’s River where he held a council with the
Sioux. .He addressed them in well,chosen words, assuring them
of the benefit which would come to them from intercourse with
the Americans and warning them against the Canadian traders
as “ bad birds” who would cheat them.3 After the speech he dis
tributed presents among them to the value of $200 and gave them
about sixty gallons of liquor to “ clear their throats.” In re
sponse to this liberality the chiefs signed a treaty granting to the
United States Government a tract of land nine miles square near
the junction of St. Peter’s and Mississippi for the establishment
of a military/post. ” 4.,
Feb. 7, 1806 Lieut. Pike wrote to Hugh M ’Gillis, a trader
for the N. W-A’o. at a post on Leech Lake, making the followingdemands:
A
1. That the goods for the Indian trade brought into the
United States through Ft. William be subject to duties, fo r
American traders had made complaint that they could not com
pete with the British as long as the latter continued to. evade the
lawful duties.
2. That the British flag should at no time be hoisted over
the British trading establishments.
3. That the British traders hold no conferences with the
Indians on political subjects and no longer bestow upon them
British flags or medals.
'
M ’Gillis replied to this letter in a very friendly tone, prom1.

2.
3.
4.

■

' -• .,-5

4

T*

Reminiscences of Mrs. Ann Adams, Minn. Hist. ColL, VI., pp. 88-89.

Ib., 93.

Pike’s Expeditions, Philadelphia, J.810.
Ib.. Appendix, to Part I., pp. 8-9.- -

Appendix to- Part I., pp. 8-8.
;
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Indian agent at St. Peter’s.1 The new Company had its head
quarters at Lake Traverse, with another trading post a mile above
Ft. Snelling. The experience which its founders had and its loca
tion made the new Company a formidable rival of the Hudson’s
Bay Company for the trade of the upper Red River valley. A few
years later the Columbia Fur Company passed under the control
of the American Fur Company.
The interests of the American Fur Company and the rumors
in regard to Lord Selkirk’s colony again drew the attention of the
Government to this section of the country. There was a decided
feeling in the West that the establishment of Selkirk’s colony
might mean danger to the American possessions around the head
waters o f the- Mississippi.1
2 It was thought, too,, that our gov
ernment, not realizing the importance of the fur trade, had never
given fur companies proper protection.3
B y 1816 there was- a renewed interest in the West and a de
termination to hold it. That year four companies of infantrywere sent to Prairie du Chien, at that time the chief western
post of the American Fur Company, and Ft. Crawford estab
lished there. ..
Although Lieut. Pike had bargained with the Indians for a
tract of land on which to establish a military post at t'he mouth
of the St. Peter’s, no move had been made toward carrying out
the terms of the agreement. Congre'ss had made the purchase
price $2,000 but the money had never been paid. Late in the
summer of the year 1819, Col. Leavenworth with two companies of
the Fifth Regiment of United‘ States Infantry came up the Mis1. Keating, I„ 426.
2. The letter referred to on page 250 contains a passage to the following effect:
“ The military force of this country is too small to keep Dickson and his emissaries
in check. I think a force should be posted here (Prairie du Chien) sufficiently
strong to enable the commandant to send a detachment with suitable officers at its
head to scour the heads of this river (the Mississippi) and the St. Peters and
awe the establishment of Lord Selkirk into a proper respect for our laws.” Niles
Register. Vol. X IV ., p. 388.
3. The following article from the St. Louis Enquirer on “The Fur Trade” shows;
the Western viewpoint: “The importance of this trade has not been sufficiently
estimated by the American Government. The English have always seen its value.
They have aided their subjects in carrying it on, and have made it the means of
individual wealth, and of national power. The North West and Hudson Bay Com
panies, protected by the English Government, have carried down the St. Lawrence
the furs of the Missouri and Mississippi, Montreal has flourished on a commerce
that belongs to St. Louis, and the British traders have acquired from their govern
ment the command of all savages of the North American continent.
The Hudson Bay and North. West Companies, for a long time enemies and
rivals to each other, are now reported to be united under the direction of the
Earl of Selkirk. The policy and the enterprise of this chieftain will give a new
energy to the united operation of these companies. The seat of their power is at
the junction, of .the Assiniboine and Red River in Latitude 50 and longitude 21
from Washington. Here the Earl of Selkirk has planted a Scotch colony, built a
fort, and established a garrison, and from this point the British traders extend
their operations into- the territories of the United States, spreading themselves
over the head waters of the Mississippi, the river St. Peter, and all that part of
the Missouri which-lies above the Mandan villages.
From these villages the
British establishment on*the Assiniboine, is. but five-miles travel; and a constant
communication is kept: up between them as well by the Moose River as by the
trading path which goes overland. Niles Register, Vol., X V ., p. 1S2.
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Fur Company received a strong addition to its force in the per
son of Henry Hastings Sibley, a young man from Detroit, who
in that year became a partner in the Company with Mendota as
his territory.1 In 1837 he was joined by William H. Forbes who
from that time on was prominent in the Indian trade in one capac
ity or another. In 1839 Norman W. Kittson began business on
his own account as a fur trader in the vicinity of Ft. Snelling.
He continued as an independent trader until 1843 when he became
a partner of the Company with his headquarters at Pembina.1
2
He was one of the best known and most successful of the Indian
traders and his entrance into the Pembina district was an event?
fraught with serious consequences to the Hudson’s Bay Company.
One of his able assistants at Pembina was the famous Joe Rollette,
son of the old Indian trader at Prairie du Chien of the same name,
Summing.up the results o f the early connections between the
Red River Settlement" and theAmerican settlements, especially
that at St. Peter’s, we find: (1) The English colony had. become’
familiar with American authority by means of the military ex
peditions of Long, Sumner, and Pope,, (2) The establishment of
the well known route paved the way for important commercial •
relations, which were to seriously affect the-profits and policy of,
the Hudson’s Bay Company.
III.
The Rise of Free Trade.
While Minnesota was rapidly developing, the Selkirk Col
ony did not prosper, although as we have seen there was no
inherent difference between the sections Which would retard the
growth of the latter. The cause for the failure of the English
settlement has to be sought in other differences than those of the
climate or soil and the colonists found what they considered the
explanation in the fact that the Americans lived under a free,
representative government while they were held in subjection by
a despotic, fu r trading corporation. They came to this con
clusion in spite of the fact that during their early days of dis
aster and calamity, the officers of the Company in London were
continually devising plans by which conditions in the colony
might be bettered. But all of these efforts resulted in failure :
and each successive failure only added fresh cause for complaint
and dissatisfaction. The actual management of the affairs of the
colony had.;to be entrusted to the representatives of the Company
Who resided in the territory, and it was continually charged that
______
1
1. Nathaniel West, The Ancestry, Life and Times of Henry Hastings Sibley, St.
Paul, 1889, p. 5 5..
2. Minn. Hist. Colls., I., p. 489.
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conducted along the same lines— great expense for equipment
and buildings but with every conceivable sort of mismanagement
and waste. The persons chosen to manage the last two farms
were utterly without experience in farming. Any of the Scotch
settlers could have filled the place much better. The farms did
not produce any more provisions than were needed by their own
innumerable farm help. If they had succeeded in doing so they
would have lessened the market for the settlers’ produce and
so really have proved a detriment. It goes without saying that
not only were the farms of no use as models but they were con
ducted at great logs to the Company.
The fact that every one of these farms failed gave rise to
the suspicion that perhaps there was some motive behind them
other than the welfare of the people and that they failed through
design. According to the gentleman sent over to manage the
last farm, the officers of the Company in London were very anx
ious to have the project succeed, while, their representatives in
the colony.'did everything in their power to make it fail. The
following remark, current in the colony suggests an explanation
of this situation: “ When the Company deal in furs, they work
for money; but when they farm they work for fam e!” A promin
ent settler gave his-opinion in these words: “ The colony on a small
scale is favorable to the Company’s interest, in order to secure
its supplies on the spot and give a tone to its proceedings at home;
but were it to increase in numbers, wealth, and power, the colony
in the nature of things, must soon have a voice of its own, and
that voice would render allegiance extremely doubtful: even the
existence of the great monopoly itself might receive a shock from
a thriving settlement at the Red River. And this mode of rea
soning is applicable to the export trade question, as well as the
experimental farms, and many things else in this quarter; so that
we can very easily and reasonably account for their failure on
the same principle inherent in all governments, to pursue that
line of policy best suited to their own aggrandizement.’ ’1
In the grant made to Lord Selkirk, provision was made that
the colonists were to be allowed to send the produce of their
country to England by the Company’s ships;.1
2 Agriculture was
in such a backward state ip the beginning that not only was there
nothing to export to England but the Company was obliged to
depend largely for their food supply on articles imported from
home. In 1829, they reduced the price of the articles which they
did secure from the colonists, which proceeding did not tend to
encourage agriculture. The legal price for wheat was made 3s.
6d. per bushel, for good beef l 1/? d. per lb., for butter 7 d. per
1.
2.

Ross,- Red River Settlement, 218-220,
M artin,'The Hudson's Bay Company- Land Tenures, 178.
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have not. taken even a tenth of what we could have supplied them.
It is equally untrue that for the last seven years they have been
obliged to import grain from the United States in order to supply
their own wants. As to our wheat crops beifag uncertain, we
can state, that during the last ten years, we have not known a
total failure of crops from any cause whatever, and never known
them to fail from the-causes given by some of the witnesses before
•
"
v_.
the Select Committee. ,n
At the same time that unrest and dissatisfaction had been
growing from, these various causes, there was developing in the
colony a force that was to be more potent than any other in the
final breakdown of the great monopoly—independent fur trade
in defiance; of the exclusive privileges conferred by the Charter.
The Company had been fully aware of the fact that the presence
of a colony- in the midst of their possessions might lead to this
very result and had sought to guard their rights in the following
provisionsiof the Grant to Lord Selkirk
(1) Neither Lord Selkirk nor any person deriving rights
from him was to carry on a trade in furs or to assist anyone in
such trade, without a license from the Company.
(2) The Hudson’s Bay Company servants were to be allowed
to carry on their trade as usual.
(3) The colonists were to be allowed to send the produce of
their country to London by way of the Company’s ships but it
was expressly stated that such produce was not to include “ furs,
skins of beavers, and other animals of wild and untamed nature.” 1
2
In spite of this prudent safeguard, free trade developed nat
urally, inevitably. The small traders and merchants were among
the first to overstep the rights of the Company in this respect.
In the first days of the colony, the colonists secured all their
supplies from the Company store. Goods were sold on credit, to
be paid for in produce or in work. The system seems never to
have worked well, the colonists declaring that the accounts were
poorly kept and the officials dishonest in their transactions. In
1822 there was a slight reform in this respect and in 1824 the
use of credit was discontinued and the ready money system sub
stituted. The change brought hardship to many, especially to
the improvident half-breeds. Supplies became very scarce and
at times people were unable to get goods, even when they had the
money to pay for them, on account of the arbitrary methods used
in managing the store.3
About 1833 a number of private individuals resolved to im
port goods on their own account in order to avoid the evils at
tendant on.the “ Company store” system. The Company allowed
1.
F. W.
2.
3.

The Hudson’s Bay Question (Reprinted from the Colonial
C .„p . 13.
Martin, The Hudson’s Bay Company Land Tenure, 176-178.
Ross. Red River Settlement, 67-69, 155-156.
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They were largely the off-spring of the French Canadians, the
voyageurs who had found wives among the Indian maidens.
They were hardy and fearless, but easily influenced, quick to
adopt new views and new plans, so that they were ready at any,
time to join in any disturbance or agitation. They were of a
roving disposition and preferred to hunt the buffalo, rather than
to settle down to a steady agricultural life. Improvident in the
extreme they hastened the extinction of the buffalo by killing
them recklessly and wasting a very large part of the proceeds of
the hunt, at times taking only the skins and tongues of the ani
mals.
Under these circumstances the buffalo soon began to
diminish in numbers and as they did so, drew farther away
toward the Rocky Mountains. The hunters were compelled to
travel greater distances in search of them and consequently/
spent more time away from their farms,1
: 'f
There, iwere usually "two hunts in a year, one in ' the
spring and another in the fall. The number who went out on
these trips,increased very rapidly as is shown in the following
table given by Alexander Ross;2
In 1820. th number of carts, assembled here for the first trip
was 540, in 1825 it was 680, in 1830 it had increased to 820, in
1835 it was 970 and in 1840 it was 1210.
Of course the great number who went to the plains— there
were altogether 1,630 persons in the hunt of 1840—brought back
such an immense amount of meat and hides that it was impossible
for the Company to purchase all of it. The demand for pemmican was becoming less all the time because the settlers were pro- '
ducing more food. Naturally the cry arose that the Company
:
should be compelled to furnish a market, so that tallow and hides
could be exported. The Company refused to take any steps in
that direction and the lack of a 'market became a standing cause
of complaint among the half-breeds as well as among the farmers.
There was another and perhaps more important feature of
this habit of hunting on the plains.
The greater part o f the
buffalo ranged on the American side of the boundary line and in
the course of the chase the hunters often came into contact with
the American fur traders. It was the most natural thing in the
world that the half-breeds should hunt and traffic in furs. Their
disposition and habits of life led to such a course. It was said
that probably not more than one-third as many hunters assem>
bled for the fall hunt on the plains as for the spring, for the rea- • »
son that the majority of them not having the means of subsist
ence for the,winter spread out.over the country -sphere they could
hunt the elk, the moose, and the bear or trap the fur bearing aniT;
------------- --------- ,■
V,
1. Report of the Exploration of the Country between Lake Superior and Red
River Settlement, Toronto, 1857, p. 354.
2. Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 246.
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Simpson forcibly. Soon all of the half-breeds of French extrac
tion had joined the party, which then began a war dance in In
dian fashion. Representatives went to them from the fort, and
they finally persuaded them to return to their homes without fur
ther demonstration.1 This outbreak showed the temper of the
half-breeds and gave fair warning as to what might be expected
in the future.2
The next spring— 1835—the half-breeds again gathered be
fore Ft. Garry in a spirit of rebellion. , This time they demanded:
1. An. increase in the price of provisions sold to the C'ompany.
v: - j
2. An export trade.
.
3. A remission of the duty on the goods imported from the
United States.5
Ross lays these demands and others which followed to “ de
signing and disaffected demagogues?’ who were using the halfbreeds for their own purposes. These-“ demagogues” were un
doubtedly individuals engaged in the fur trade who found it. to .
their interest to keep reminding people continually of the wrongs which they had Affered.
The rioters were again appeased by
vague promises and the threatened revolt averted.4
In 1836 there seemed for a time to be still greater danger.-’
of a general outbreak. . A man named Dickson who called him
self the “ Liberator of the Indian Race” appeared in the settle
ment and managed to assemble a number of half-breeds with the
object of seizing the Company’s trading posts and wresting from
them the trade and the country. He succeeded in arousing some
enthusiasm and in giving genuine alarm to the authorities but
i
the affair ended in miserable failure.5
The next year Papineau’s Rebellion broke out in Canada and
the rumors of it reaching Red River added to the feeling of dis
content and insubordination. The French half-breeds naturallysympathized with the rebels. They sang songs praising the Cana1. Ross, Red River Settlement, pp. 167.-169.
2. Father Belcourt, who was this time In charge of a Catholic mission in the
Colony at St. Paul gives an account of a disturbance which took place among the
half-breeds in 1833.- He saya that the situation became so alarming that Gov.
Simpson sent up to the St. Paul mission for him to come to the settlement to
calm the people. Rev. Belcourt possessed a great deal of influence over the halfbreeds and according to his account soon appeased them on this occasion. He drew
up petitions for them in both French and English and secured promises that their
grievances would be redressed. This may have been the demonstration described
by Ross as taking place in 1835 or it may have been a similar., though slighter dis
turbance which finally resulted In the general demands of 1835.
3. Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 169.
4. Gunn, Fight for Free Trade in Rupert’s Land, Miss. Valley, Ilist. Assoc.
Proc., 1910-11, rv „ 81.
5. Hudson’s Bay Company, Return to an Address of the Honorable The House of
Commons, Aug. 8, 18.42. p. 26. One account of this affair relates that Dickson set
out from Washington,, attended by ofllcers with high sounding titles and brilliant
uniforms, and that he was supplied with money.by Americans who wished to injure
the Hudson’s Bay Company. If this is true, the expedition is very similar to the
filibustering expedition which took possession -o f Texas at about this same
time. Martin, Hudson’s Bay Territories and Vancouver Island, London, 1S49, p. 72.
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most influential men in the colony, met for the first time Feb. 12,
1S35.1 The new councillors were all connected with the Company
in some capacity and thus directly under its influence. For this
reason the people felt that they were not representatives, that
their acts and decisions were all biased in favor of the Company,
and that the council had been devised merely to further the inter
ests of the great monopoly as against those of the colony. The
half-breeds felt that their interests did not get proportional rep
resentation, especially since the Council was overwhelmingly
Protestant.1
2
The population had increased considerably by this time and
many new questions of law and the administration of justice were
arising, such as those with respect to property rights. The coun
cillors were interested solely in their business, the fur trade, and
with such matters.
‘
The proceedings of the first meeting justified the fears of the
people. The Council voted to levy a duty(bi\7% % on all exports
and imports. The explanation given for these duties was that
the proceeds were^o be used for the erection of public works but
nothing was done in that direction afterward. The -duties on
import was aimed against the business of the petty traders who
were persisting in smuggling furs out of the country on the trips
they took to St. Peter’s and other American posts from time to
time.3 The duty on exports seem to have been a precautionary
measure as there were really no exports of consequence at this
time. The measure, however, was against 'the interests of the
settlement for the half-breeds were continually demanding an ex
port trade. There was so much objection to these rates that the
Company was forced to reduce them first to 5% and then later to
4%.
The attempt to establish a system of law enforcement ocea1.

Constitution of the First Council:
Sir. George Simpson, Governor of Rupert's Land, Pres.
Alexander Christy, Governor of Assiniboia.
Rt. Rev. J. N. Provencher. Bishop of Juliopolis.
The Rev. D. T. Jones, Chaplain to the Hon. H. B. Co.
The Rev. Wm. Cockran, Assistant Chaplain.
James Bird, Esq., formerly chief factor Hudson Bay Company.
.Tames Sutherland, Esq.
W. II. Cook,; Esq.
John Pritchard, Esq.
Robert Logan, Esq.
Alex. Ross, Esq., Sheriff of Assiniboine.
John McCullum, Esq., Coroner.
John Bunn, Esq., Medical Adviser.
/;
Andrew McDermot, Esq., Merchant.
Cuthbert Grant. Esq., Warden of the Plains.
2. It was stated of the Council of 1855 that- nine of the Councillors were
Protestant and three Catholic.
According to the’**census taken the next year,
there were 548 Protestant and 534- Catholic families in the settlement. The half^
breeds comprising ■nearly all of-' the latter;.'. These figures probably indicate the
situation of 1835.
'
'
3. H. G. Gunn, Fight for Free Tfade in Rupert’s Land, Proc. Miss. Valley Hist.
Assoc., 1910-1911, IV., 82.
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Glenelg concurred in their opinion with the stipulation that pro
fusion be made for colonization in the territory of the Company.
There is evidence in this official action that it was considered that
the Company were not taking sufficient measures toward coloniz
ing the country. A grant was finally signed May 30, 1838. It
was practically the same as that of 1821, except that it contained
the following clause: “ Provided, nevertheless, and we do hereby
declare our pleasure to be, that nothing herein contained shall ex
tend or be construed to prevent the establishment by us, our heirs,
or successors, within the territories aforesaid, or any of them, o f
any colony or coloniesf province or. provinces, or for annexing any
part of the aforesaid territories to any existing colony or colonies
to us, in right of our Imperial Crown, belonging, or for constitut
ing any such form of civil government as to us may seem meet",
within any such, colony or colonies, province or provinces.” 1
>
The rights of the Company had been renewed and their posi
tion recognized but with distinct limitation and a display of lack
of confidence. They were never to regain fheir old place of su
premacy.
:
In 1839 Mr. Adan^Thom was appointed Recorder of Rupert’s
Land, with the power to sit as judge of the .court and to act as
executive over Assiniboia. He became very unpopular on account
of his arbitrary methods of administering justice. It was claimed
that he was partial to the Company and acted only with their in
terests in view. The proceedings of the court were conducted
in the English language. This was a real grievance to the greater
part of the population who understood only French. No inter
preter was provided for these people.1
2
The methods used by the Council were also unsatisfactory.
There were no adequate means of acquainting the people with the
laws. New regulations or ordinances were supposed to be posted
on the church doors where they could be examined by everybody. •
Copies from these notices were often made by the settlers living
in different parts of the country, so it was considered that every
one had sufficient notification.3 This was about the best that
could be done, fo r there were no newspapers or printing presses
in the country, and consequently no means of publishing the laws
in permanent form where they could be accessible at any time.
The colonists claimed, however, that not even this primitive
method of publishing the laws was always used and that they
were kept in the dark concerning the operations of the Council.
On more than one occasion they pled ignorance of a law or regu1. Hudson's Bay Company. Return to an Address of the. Honorable the House
of Commons. August 8, 1842, p. 28.
2. Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 377.
3. Report from the Select Committee on
1S57, p. 71.

STATE OP NORTH DAKOTA

271

the time the force which was finally to break the monopoly— free
trade— was steadily increasing.
During the years 1844 and 1846 especially there was consid
erable ferment in the colony owing to the determined effort which
the Company made to stamp out all illegal trade, which was in
creasing very decidedly on account of the near approach of the
American traders. There seems to have been an attempt at first
to compromise with the Americans by buying off their opposition
as is shown by the following extract from the minutes of the Coun
cil held at Norway House June 18, 1840: “ That the sum of £300
sterling be paid by draft on the Governor and Committee to Ram
say Crooks, Esquire, in consideration #f the opposition having
been removed from the frontiers of Lake -Superior, Lac la Pluie
and Red River District, conformably to the terms of an arrange
ment entered into between the Hudson’s Bay Company and the
American Fur Company the said amount to be charged to the
Lac la Pluie Outfit,. 1839.” In the next resolutions of the same
meeting there; is;evidence that/ the rival, companies had arrived*
at an understanding by which all independent traders were to be
crushed. The resolutions are: “ Minutes
Council, Norway
House June 18, 1840, Information having been secured through
Mr. Keith from’ Ramsay Crooks, Esquire, Pres, of the American
Fur Company intimating the probability of Mr. W. A. Aitkins
establishing a tradiatg post on the borders of Lac la Pluie Dis
trict near Vermillion Lake with a view of carrying on a trade
with the natives of that quarter, and Mr. Crooks having requested
permission to oppose Mr. Aitkin in order to restrain his encroach
ments upon the trade of Lac la Plue District, it is—
Resolved 44: That Mr. Crooks be requested to oppose him
accordingly,
45: That Chief Factor Mr. Donell be instructed to make the
necessary arrangements for meeting the expected opposition with
vigour; and that any additional supply in men and goods re
quired for that purpose be furnished him from Red River by C,
F. Finlayson.”
In the meeting of June 10, 1843, provision is again made for
payment to Ramsay Crooks, so the agreement must have lasted
until that time at least. But the next year there is a change in
the course of events for Norman W. Kittson, who had established
a post for the American Fur Company at Pembina sent six Red
River carts loaded with furs to Mendota.1 These furs were of
course secured largely from hunters north of the boundary line.
The Company instantly became more vigilant than ever in at
tempting to enforce .their rights.
If a man were suspected of having furs in his possession, a
X. The Red River carts were curious two-wheeled vehicles composed entirely
of wood and drawn by oxen.
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In addition to the land deeds, there were various other regu
lations bearing directly on the subject of the fur trade. Mr.
John M ’Laughlin, a young Irishman who had been engaged in
the free trade in the colony and had been the consistent opponent
of the Company presented at the Inquiry of 1857 what he claimed
were the original or copies of these documents.1 Officers of the
Company denied the authenticity of most of the papers and ofEered
the following letter from Andrew McDermot, an uncle of Mr.
McLaughlin’s to show that that young man was not reliable:“ My nephew’ who went‘ home last year, has not made his ap
pearance yet. I am sorry to say that he is a very impudent
young man.' He might well know that, whatever he might gain
with the Company by being polite, he could gain very little by
bullying them to come to terms. "When he left here I advised
him for the best, but he did not follow my advice in one instance.
And all the stuff he collected about this settlement was furnished
him by people in the service, and others who could be little
suspected for such a thing.” 1
2
The attempt to impugn the authenticity^,of Mr. M ’LaugElin’s documents by the production of this letter failed: (1) The
letter was written to the Secretary of the Hudson’s Bay Com
pany and for that reason may not have been entirely unbiased,
especially as Mr. McDermot w*as very friendly with all of . the
Company officers; (2) Although Mr. M ’Laughlin may have been
impudent in attacking the great Corporation, it did not follow
necessarily that he was not telling the truth about them ; (3)
Documents secured from persons in the service of the Company
were likely to be authentic. (4) Mr. M ’Laughlin managed to pre
sent a very respectable amount of evidence that the most of these
papers were genuine.
The Company produced no documentary evidence beyond this
one letter. They showed in the course of the investigation that
Mr. M ’Laughlin had been engaged in a lengthy controversy with
them, hoping by this means to prove that his testimony was actu
ated by resentment; and to draw the attention of the Investigat
ing Committee away from the real matter at issue, the truth or
falsity of his charges. The Company showed here tbeir old dread
of getting into print by making no effort to prove their state-

m

i
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1. Mr. McLaughlin had resided at Red River from 1S44' to 1S49. carryin g on
business as a general trader. He had dealt in furs with the Indians and had
consequently incurred the animosity of the Company. He had also taken part
with them in the altercation concerning a charge for over-freight -brought by the
firm o f McDermot & Sinclair. The matter was finally ended by the Company
paying a sum of money to Messrs. McDermot & Sinclair but in the meantime Mr.
McLaughlin had gone to England in order to present the matter there and had gone
about it in such a way that the Company had him arrested on the charge of
publishing a libel against them with the intent to extort money. The case was
finally dismissed and young McLaughlin was only prevented from action against
the Company for false imprisonment- by the prudence of his father.
2.
Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. 17,
1857, No. 4910.
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generally of his* usurping any one whatever of all the privileges
of the Hudson’s Bay Company.’ ” *
It will be noticed at once that there is no specific guarantee
in these proclamations that a person suspected of illegal trade
should have the benefit of a regular judicial trial. The way was
left open for arbitrary decisions. _
In telling of this law Mr. M ’Laughlin said that although he
did not know of any instance in which the effects of any importer
•were confiscated in consequence: of his having violated the stipulations of the license, he did know of one case in which an order
was not complied with and the goods of a trader was detained in
London.1
2
Edward Ellice, who was a member of the investigating com
mittee of 1857 attempted to bring out the -fact that this regula
tion was probably disallowed by the Company, in London, but
it must have been-in-force-:for some time-after its passage for
there was produced.as-evidence a freighter’s license which bore
the date July 29, 1845.3 Mr. Ellice dicLnot offer to prove his
contention by'producing the minutes of thef Company’s meetings.
Governor Simpson denied that he had ever heard of any
regulation concerning freighter’s licenses but. declared that the
Company took all goods that came to them if there was room in
their shipping.4 At the same time, however, he was forced to
admit that the Companv had refused to carry British manufac
tures for Mr. James Sinclair on the grounds that he wanted
them for the fur trade, thus acknowledging that the Company
had on one occasion at least enforced a similar regulation.5
The next in point of time of the disputed, documents which
Mr. M ’Laughlin brought to the attentian of the Committee in 1857
was the original of a proclamation of Governor Christie issued
December 20, 1844 to the following effect: “ All letters which are
intended to be sent by this conveyance (winter express) must
be left at .this office on or before the first of January; every letter
must have the writer’s name written by himself in the left hand
corner below^ and if the writer is not one of those who have a
declaration against trafficking in furs, his letter must be brought
1. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Company, Aug. 17r
1S57. No. 4786.
- . This may have been the case of Mr. Sinclair, alluded to later.
3. It is true, however, that the regulation might very well have been disallowed
in London and still have been in force in the colony at. that time. This was one
o f the chief causes of complaint.. Means o f communication were so poor, that the
officials in the colony could pass a law detrimental to the interests of the settle
ment and long months^had to elapse before news of it reached London, and a still
longer time before-word‘ of its recall could be brought back to Red River.
4. Report" from the: Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay ComDany, Aug. 17,
1S57, p. 103.
5. A nother bit of evidence which goes to* show that the law was passed, just
as Mr. McLaughlin, claimed, in that according to the Minutes of the Council,
June 10, 1845 "(to -be noticed later);,-exemption from certain duties was to be,
granted to all importers who had not been suspected of trading in furs after Dec
ember 8. 1844. This is the same date as the one named in the above Proclamation,
after which the importer was to declare that he had not dealt in furs.
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such apprehensions that his letters might be opened that he ob
tained a special stamp with his own initials in order to detect
the fact if they were tampered with. In spite-of this assertion
he was unable to cite any case that had come within his knowledge
of letters having been actually opened.1
Naturally the question must have come up often during this
period of disturbance extending from 1844 to 1846 as to how jus
tice was to be administered in ease of the infringment of any of
the numerous regulations. According to a copy of the Minutes
of Council April 3, 1845 presented by Mr. M ’Laughlin to the Se
lect Committee there was some friction over the enforcement of
revenue regulations. The meeting was called in consequence of
certain American importers having refused to pay the import
duty. The collector asked for instructions from the Council as
to the method to be used to enforce such payment. The Council
declined to share his responsibility but passed a resolution pro
viding that all cases of revenue, prohibition or license should be
tried by the Governor and Council, and a jury, that in such cases
the plaintiff should have power to- summon the defendant and
the defendant the plaintiff, as a witness and that Adam Thom,
John Bunn, and Alexander Ross be appointed a commission to
examine witnesses according to English principles of equity, and
that the results of this examination be placed before the jury
either with or without evidence.1
2
The last provision left the way open for any arbitrary de
cision the commission might see fit to make, but this seems to
have been the common mode of administering such cases after
this time.3
It is evident that there was still further opposition to the
authorities, from a copy of the Minutes of Council of June 19,
1845. According to this document the Council passed a law pro
viding that if any person endeavored to influence the testimony
of any member of his family who may have been called upon to
testify against him, he should be held guilty of the offense with
which he was charged and be liable to punishment for attempting
to tamper with the course of justice. Liquor was the article o f
trade most in demand with the Indians; it was always used whereever there was competition and in this same law the Council
sought to deprive the free traders of its use,4 by providing for
1. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Company, Aug. 17,
1857. p. 149.
.
2. Ib„ No. 4807.
'
3. Such at any rate was the testimony of Mr. M’Lauglin.
4. They had already (June 10, 1845) decreed that any intoxicating drink found
in a fur trader's possession beyond the limits of the settlement might be destroyed
by any person on the spot. The law of June 19 simply rounded out the previous one.
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(4) That all other imports from the United Kingdom for the
aforesaid settlement, shall before delivery, pay at York Factory
a duty of 20% of their prime cost, provided, however, that the
Governor of the settlement be hereby authorized to exempt from
the same all such importers as may from year to year, be reason
ably believed by 'him to have neither trafficked in furs themselves
since the 8th day of December 1844;, nor enabled others to do so
by illegally or improperly supplying^ them with trading articles
of any description.
(5) That all other imports from any part of the United States
shall pay all duties payable under the provisions of 5 and 6 Viet.
C. 49, the imperial statute for regulating foreign trade of British
possessions in North America; provided, however, that the Governor-in-Chief, or, in his absence, the President of the Council,
may so modify- the machinery of said Act of Parliament as to
adapt the same to the circumstances o f the country.
(7) That henceforward no goods shall be delivered at York
Factory to any but persons duly licensed to freight the' same,
such licenses being given only in those cases in which no fur traf
ficker may have any interest direct or indirect.1'
(8) That any intoxicating drink, if found in a fur trafficker’s
possession, beyond the limits of the aforesaid settlement, may be
seized and destroyed by any person on the spot.
TYhereas the intervention of middlemen is alike injurious to
the Honorable Company and to the people; it is Resolved.
(9) That henceforward furs shall be purchased from none
but the actual hunters of the same.1
2
As a whole these regulations were directed against the’ petty
traders. The second, however,‘limited even the import of goods,
intended for private consumption. A settler, not a fur trades,
might bring in once a year goods for-his own use, to the value
of ten pounds, provided he paid for them with certain specified
productions, which of course were not to include furs. Any other
goods that he might want to bring in were to be subject
to the new duties. The third resolution limited the amount of
the imports of the petty traders while the fourth and fifth laid
heavy duties on the imports of those who were also fur traffick
ers. Probably the majority of them were dealing-in furs at this
time so if the collection of these duties were enforced it would
mean serious hindrance to the business of the colony. The final
resolution would bear heavily on the half-breeds whom the Com
pany had been employing as middlemen, the half-breeds securing
the peltries from the Indians and then disposing of them to the
1. For a copy* of one of these licenses, See-Appendix No. 7.
. r.
2. R eport from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. 17,
1S57. A ppendix No. 4, p. 373.
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2033. Mr. Gladstone). How can you be very certain that
the regulation is not in force now; it appears to have been in
force at one time without your knowledge, how do you know that
it may not be in force without your knowledge still?— I do not
think it was ever in force.
2034. Mr. Roebuck). You do not deny that it has been in
force? I do not deny it. I have no recollection of it. It was
disallowed if so.
2035. Mr. Edward Ellice.) But you say that if passed, it
has not been enforced as against the importers?— No.
2036. Lord Stanley.) You would have known if any ac
tion had been taken upon it?— I should have known as a matter
of course.” 1
Mr. M ’Laughlin testified that he thought the higher rates
were paid in several cases, but that he conld not remember posi
tively whether they were the 20% duties or differential duties
levied on goods imported from the United States in accordance
with the provisions of the Act of Parliament mentioned in the
Resolutions. He said that the duties—were imposed arbitrarily
on mere suspicion that the importer^trafficked in furs and that
they were always paid under protest. He offered as proof of 'his
statements a petition brought forward in 1848 by a number of
American importers.
The petition shows that special duties were imposed on Amer
ican imports June 15, 1845 and Jan. 15, 1847 and were actually
paid in some instances although under protest. It received no
attention from Mr. Thom to whom it was presented, but in 1849
it seems that no further attempts were made to enforce its jprovisions.1
2
According to the testimony of Rev. Corbett, however, there
was an effort as late as 1855 to make American importers pay a
heavy duty with an avowed purpose of using the proceeds to im
prove the roads.3 He returned to England in that year, travel
ling to St. Paul in company with about 200 carts. He informed
the Committee that when they reached the boundary line, the
settlers held a council as to whether they would pay the new
duty on their return. They argued, “ The roads are not improved,
we are obliged to make our own bridges as we cross; we are
obliged to wade across with our carts; we will not pay the im
port duty.” This resolution was made public and doubtless be
came known to the Company officer. Rev. Corbett said that 'he
learned later that they were firm in their resolution, and paid
only the former rate of 4% on the goods which they carried back
1. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aue. 17.
1857, pp. 103-104.
2. For a copy of the petition, see appendix No. 8.
3. Rev. Corbett conld not remember whether the proposed duty was 10 per
cent or 20 per cent.
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even from the H. B. Co., without any conditions attached to-them,,
or without having signed any bond, deed or instrument whatever
where he might have willed away his right to trade furs, can he
be prevented from trading furs in the settlement with settlers, or
even out of the settlement ?
12. Are the limits of the settlement defined by municipal
law, Selkirk grant, or Indian sale?
13. If a person cannot; trade furs, either in or out of the
settlement, can he purchase them for his own or family use, and
in what quantity?
official statements, nor known.
14. Having never seen
but by report, that the Hudson's Bay Company nas peculiar privi
leges over British subjects' and half-breeds resident in the settle
ment, we would wish to'know what those privileges are, and the
penalties attached to-the infringement of the same?
; V
' James Sinclair
Baptist LaRoque
Thomas Logan
John Dease
Alexis Gaulat
Louis Letendre de Batoche
William McMillan
. Antoine Monan
j
Bat. Wilkie
John Vincent
William Bird
Peter Garoch
Henry Cook
John Spence
John Anderson
Thomas MeDermot
Adall Throttier
Joseph Monkman
Baptis Farm an.”
On September 5. Governor Christie retu rn ed_______ „ __
this letter. He answered the first ten questions with the state
ment that the half-breeds as British subjects had no rights above
those born in England or Scotland. As to the eleventh question
he stated that the restrictions in the land deeds were not intended
to bind individuals already bound by the fundamental law of the
country but to act as a special guarantee that their obligations
would be fulfilled. The twelfth question he regarded as unim
portant. For the thirteenth and fourteenth he referred them to
the Charter, the Land Deed and the Acts of the Council and if 1
1.

Fitzgerald, Hudson’a Bay Company and Vancouver’s Island, pp. 206-208.

\
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of the world, as to induce us to indulge a hope that your Honours
will take our case into your favorable consideration.1,1
It seems that they never received any answer to this com
munication. The next year Mr. Sinclair sent a much greater
quantity of tallow to York Factory.1
2 He learned later that it
was detained there on account of lack of room in the Company's
ship. The very same thing occurred the next year and Mr. Sin
clair despairing of getting his tallow to England finally disposed
of it to the -Company at their own price, July 25,1845. Governor
Simpson asserted that a part of the Company's own goods was
detained that year because there was no room for them in the
ship,3 but Capt. Herd who had for almost twenty years commanded
a ship of the Company’s sailing between London and York Fac
tory, stated that as a usual thing the ship was not full on the
return voyage, perhaps not full once in seven years. He did not
remember anything about the return cargo in 1844 and 1845. He
said that it was very often necessary to take about 200 tons of
stone ballast at York on account of the lightness o f a cargo con
sisting of furs. When questioned as. to why some heavy article
like tallow might hot be used in place of stone ballast, he re
plied that he had always understood that there was not enough
tallow produced at Red River to supply the demand there to say
nothing of exporting any. He stated positively that he had never
heard of a case in which the application to bring home produce
in the Company’s ship had been refused.45
The authorities seem to have declared frequently that the
half-breeds had no tallow or hides to export and yet they con-,
tinually complained that the half-breeds spent their time hunt
ing on the plains rather than attending to agricultural pursuits.
There is obviously an inconsistency here.
In 1844 when the half-breeds were clamoring for a market,
Alexander Ross attempted to bring up a bill in the local council
providing for an export trade. He failed utterly, for, in his
own words, ‘ ‘ The measure was offensive in a certain high quarter
and the council considered it the^ wisest policy to look upon it
in the same light.” The president of the Council settled the mat
ter in a peremptory manner by declaring it not a subject for con
sideration by this Council but for the Council of Rupert’s Land.
‘ ‘ From that day,” declares Ross, ‘ ‘ the half-breeds turned their
thoughts towards the Americans and American Government.” 3
In taking this attitude on the export trade question, the Com
pany was fighting for existence as a fur-trading monopoly. Mr.
1.
2.
3.
1857,
4.
5.

Fitzgerald, Hudson’s Bay Company and Vancouver’s Island, pp. 201-202.
Mr. McDermo't seems to have been interested in. this venture also.
Report from the Selectf Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. 17,
p. 279-280. .
Ib., p. 257.
Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 337.
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use his influence for any such purpose.1 The charge was made,
however, that certain of the missionaries had accepted favors from
the Company in return for such services, but the facts seem to
show that the missionaries were devoted, faithful men, not sub
ject to uhdue influence. The contributions which they received
from the Company do not appear to have made them dependent.
On the other hand they were quite the contrary, as the general
attitude of .the Company shows. They taught the Indians to be
more independent and to demand higher prices for their furs.
It is said that on one occasion when a number of the agents
of the Company and some of the clergymen of the settlement had
assembled to discuss how the system of the Hudson’s Bay Com
pany worked in the colony that some of the former expressed
their opinion in these words: “ If missionaries and missionary
settlements increase, chief factors and fur trading posts must de
crease.” This was accepted as a statement of a generally ac
knowledged fact,, no one in the*assembly taking,exception t o , i t /
There was a great deal of objection'raised b y the authori
ties at Red River to the establishment of the missions at Portage
la Prairie and Headingly. The missionaries persevered and finally
succeeded in establishing their stations, although at the latter
place they met with some difficulty, for immediately after the
station -was formed, -the deposit required of each settler before
he could take possession of a tract of land was raised from the
original amount of £2 to £12. This sum was later increased to
£15, in spite of the remonstrance of the missionaries and settlers
alike.8
Wherever a mission was established, a settlement formed
naturally, so the missionary question was connected closely with
the policy of the Company concerning colonization. Provisions
were made in the grant of .1838 for future colonization, but noth
ing was done toward carrying them out. The population of the
settlement amounted in 1843 to 5,143 and by 1856 had reached
only 6,523. This very low rate of increase is explained somewhat
from the fact that there had been removals to other localities,
some 120 persons having m oved'to Portage la Prairie and over
500 half-breeds to Pembina.1
4* But even taking these and other
3
2
withdrawals into consideration there had been nothng like gen
eral settlement, of the country. There had been practically no
accessions from foreign countries. This was at the very period
when Minnesota was enjoying such phenomenal growth and the
contrast was duly noted in many quarters. .
1.
1857,
2.
3.
4.
River

Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Ang. 17,
p. 264*
Ib., p. 139-140.
Ib.-. p. 139.
Report of the Exploration of the Country between Lake Superior and Red
Settlement, p. 302.
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they had opposed the establishment of mission stations and de
vised 'land deeds that would hinder settlement. It was •their
policy at all times to represent in England that the climate'was
so rigorous, the soil so poor and the crops so uncertain that a
large population could never be supported in the territory. That
prevented any thought of emigration to their country.
It appears that in one case at least the Company went so far
in their policy of opposition to colonization that they ordered
the breaking up of a flourishing settlement. R. King, a surgeon
with an Arctic expedition, extending from 1833 to 1836 and pass
ing through the Hudson’s Bay Company territory told of see
ing a prosperous settlement about forty miles from Cumberland
House. About thirty persons, mostly half-breeds, had gathered
there and had, in Dr. Bang’s opinion, something like 1000 acres
under cultivation. According to his story, when he reached the
colony a number of the settlers came to him and told him that
they had been ordered off because the project was against the
Company and asked him as a government officer to help them
keep their farms. Of course he could do nothing for them but
he said that appearances indicated that they were telling the
truth. He was given to understand that the project had been
started by the chief officer at Cumberland House who had been
“ hauled over the coals” and ordered to another post when the
authorities learned what he was doing. Dr. King said that this
colony was quite distinct from the extensive agricultural experi
ment carried on by the Company.at Cumberland House itself,
which was abandoned because it was declared unprofitable. No
such reason could be given for destroying the little colony, for
the desire of the colonists to keep their farms shows that they
considered them successful. Although Dr. King did not know
whether the order of the Company was carried out to the letter,
he stated that the time he left the colony it appeared very much
as if it would be.1

:3r •

IV. .
The End of the Monopoly.'
The illicit trade and the efforts of the Company to suppress
it led to certain well-defined results, all of which tended to weaken
their power and break down their monopoly. There was a con
certed movement against the government of the Company, car
ried on both in Red River and England,; the struggle for trade
brought on certain abuses which placed the Company in disrepute;
in consequence o f the operations of the American fur traders and
the close ^pproach of American settlements there grew up in the

V

I'.A.i'.

1. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. 17,
1857, pp. 317-319.'
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opCly of the Company was weighing on them more heavily all the
timA so they could no longer exchange furs for imported goods or
vice yersa_ without being imprisoned or having their goods sei?ed
on the mere suspicion that they were about to exchange them for
furs. (They asserted that this severity had been pushed to the
point df keeping them from supplying Indians perishing of hun
ger wim the necessities of life, since furs were usually the only
means Af payment which the Indians possessed in such circum
stances. ; They were forbidden to do this notwithstanding the fact,
that theses very furs were often brought to the Company Store af
terward and sold at their o.wn price. The petition closed with the
following supplications:
»
(1) That justice might be administered by judges or magis
trates chosen from among the people themselves in order that
the present system of partiality to the Company might be pre
vented.
•>"
'
(2) That they might have the-same liberty of trade which
was maintained by law in all the other British possessions. This
they considered necessary to the peace of the country for, as they
averred, the people would not go on indefinitely seeing their riches
exploited for the benefit of foreigners while they themselves were
held in a’ kind of commercial slavery.
(3) That'land be sold to those wishing to emigrate to the
country and that a sum be taken from the proceeds of the sale to
help pay for their transport.1
The petition was presented to the Colonial Office, Feb. 17,
1847, together with a memorial signed by A. K. Isbister, Thomas
Vincent, G. Sinclair, D. V. Stewart, John M ’Leod, and James
Isbister.2 The memorial which served as an introduction for the
petition, presented the following points:3
(1) The Government should enquire into the discontent and
misery prevalent among the natives of Rupert’s Land,
(2) The trade monopoly of the Company had enabled them
to amass a great fortune to “ the utter impoverishment, if not
ruin of the natives.”
(3—^9) That the Company had done nothing to better the
conditions of the Indians but on the contrary through their fur
trading policy had reduced them to destitution in many cases
and had made a general famine imminent.
(10) and (11) That those-inhabitants of the colony who had
engaged in independent trading had'been subjected to many per
secutions; their furs being seized or they themselves being im-

*.

m

{

__________

1. Hudson’s Bay Company, Return to an Address of the Honorable the House
of Commons, April 23,. 1849. pp. 4-5. For the petition in full, see appendix No. 2.
2. Mr. Alexander K . Isbister, a native of Rupert’s Land, who had resided for
some yearriin England and where he afterward became a prominent educator, took
charge o f tne interests of the colonists and spared no effort in their behalf.
3. In the correspondence concerning the memorial, it was divided into numbered
paragraphs for the sake of clearness. The same numbers are used here.
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protective and admirably suited to the state of society. He denied
the specific .charges advanced in the memorial with the exception
of the one concerning the prevention of. smuggling. As to that, he
stated that 'he had known some instances when Indians and halfbreeds 'had smuggled furs across the line to exchange them for
American goods, bpt that they did so at their own risk and never
thought of invoking the law in defense of their acts. He re
called some instances in which furs had been forfeited and the
smugglers fined.1
The next year Major Griffiths, Col. Crofton’s successor, made
substantially the same report. He viewed the petition not as an
attempt to obtain redress of grievances but to share in the trad
ing privileges of the Company and threw the blame of the whole
movement on the French half-breeds.
In June 1848, the-Earl of Elgin, the Governor General of
Canada, sent, in a report in which he enumerated the difficulties
attending any investigation in the Company’s territory. He
stated, however, that the information which 'he had been able to
secure was highly favorable to the Company. In spite of. this
fact, he recommended that as it was highly desirable that the
Government possess some means of probing the charges to the
bottom, it would be advantageous to establish a military officer
in the territory who could see that order was maintained and
justice executed and at the same time give the Government ac
curate information as to the true state of affairs in the terri
tory.1
2
Finally in January, 1849, Earl Grey came to the conclusion
that it was unnecessary to prosecute the inquiries further and
on the strength of the reports received from the Governor Gen
eral of Canada, Colonel Crofton, and Major Griffiths sent word
to Mr. Isbister that he did not consider that conditions demanded
an investigation by Parliament and for that reason the matter
would be dropped. At the same time and in the same manner he
disposed of the charges which had been brought against the Com
pany by Mr. 'William Kennedy in regard to conditions in the
Eastern department.3
Although the Company would seem to have been exonerated
by the outcome of the investigation, their position had, never
theless, been, considerably shaken. Their affairs could never be
1. Hudson’s Bay Company, Return to an Address of the Honorable the House
of Commons, April 23, 1849, pp. 101-102. In his testimony before the Committee in
1857, Col. Crofton told of an occasion when one of'the soldiers under his command
was reported to him for having traded some tobacco to an Indian for a paltry fur.
He said that he “ did not see the offence distinctly, but they”— presumably Com
pany officers—-i‘pointed out to me that was against the law of the place, and of
course I p uni sled the soldier.” Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s
Bay Company, ?Aug. 17, 1857,
171.
2. Hudson’s Bay Company,- Return to an Address of the Honorable the House
of Commons, April 23, 1849, pp. 8-9.
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shipped in your name on board the Hudson’s Bay Company’s
ship for York Factorythis season.
“ I" remain, Sir,
“ Your most obedient Servant,
“ Alexander'Christie/’1
“ Mr. James Sinclair.”
.Mr. Sinclair was a merchant and this meant a serious busi
ness loss to him. It explains, too. his subseauent aetivitv -with
respect to the petition.
Father Belcourt was _____ r ________
taken in drawing up the petition. In 1848
an officer o f the Company on the charge of trading in furs with
the Indians. His trunks were broken open and searched, although
he indignantly denied all the charges against him and maintained'
that the arrest was made merely as an act of vengeance fo r the
part he had taken in the late agitation.
Governor Simpson
threatened to cease all communication with the Bed River clergy
unless Rev. Belcourt was recalled from his mission but Mr. Isbis- i f
ter laid the case before the Society of St. Thomas of Canterbury, 'm
an organization the object of which was to defend the rights of
the Catholics. According to the account which Rev. Belcourt
himself gives of the affair, Governor Simpson made a speedy re
traction, rather than explain his attitude before this body and
requested that the clergyman be sent again to Red River.2 But
Rev. Belcourt preferred to locate in Pembina where he continued
his good work among the Indians and half-breeds and his poliey
of opposition to the Company.
No measures were taken against Mr. Isbister Who had done
more than any one else, perhaps, to bring the Company into dis
repute, for the simple reason that he was not a resident of Red
River and could not be reached in the same way as persons
Mr. Sinclair and Rev. Belcourt.
In September 1846, there had been sent to the colony under
secret instruction several companies of the 6th Royal Regiment
of Foot, under the command of Coll Crofton, who was to act as
Governor. This- act was probably due to the disturbances in the
colony over illegal fur trading coupled with the
the Oregon question and a consequent desire to protect
tier in case of hostilities.
Immediately on the arrival of
troops a number of those who had been stirring up discontei
went across the line into the United States. The soldiers suc
ceeded by their presence in restoring order and also in lessening
the cause of discontent by providing a market for the produce
of the country.^ They remained until 1848 when their place was
1.
2.

Fitzgerald, Hudson’s Bay-Company and Vancouver's,Island, p. 230.
Minn. Hist. Colls., Vol. I., p. 243.

STATE OP NOBTH DAKOTA

207

the whole court yard resounded with it.1 To these people this
seemed only a confirmation of what they had always believed—
that the privileges which the Company claimed were unjust and
illegal.
Besides the .illicit fur trade carried on by the settlers and the
efforts of the opponents of the Company in England, there were
other forces breaking down the power of the Company. One of
these was the alleged use of liquor in trading operations despite
their promises to the contrary and the remonstrances of mission
aries against the practice. They were condemned both in Eng
land and America on this score. When they secured the license
of 1821 and again at the time of its renewal in 1838, they entered
into an agreement to take such measures as would lead to
the abolition of the practice of selling or distributing liquor
among the Indians. According to most accounts they succeeded
in accomplishing this result pretty generally in the northern dis
tricts but where there was competition, notably in the Red River
country, liquor continued to'b e a very important factor in all
trades with the Indians.
Governor Simpson is authority for the statement that the
average annual importation of liquor into the country up to the
year 1837 did not exceed 3,612 gallons. In 1847 Mr. Isbister ex
amined the annual returns of the custom house and found that
in the previous year 9,075 gallons of spirits were brought intothe colony by the way of Hudson Bay alone. This did not take
into account what was brought from Canada which Mr. Isbister
estimated at as much more or what was supplied from the Red
River distillery the production of which it seems impossible
to ascertain.1
2 Of course the presence of the troops in the
settlement necessitated the importation of more liquor in 1846,
but it is a question whether the entire increase can be laid to that
cause, rather than to the-competition which the Company was
meeting with at this time.
Although Governor Simpson asserted positively in his testi
mony of 1857 that the .Company never used liquor as a medium
of barter, he admitted that when there was opposition liquor was
sometimes given as a present to the Indians after the bargain had
been concluded. In his own words, “ Where we have opposition,
we must in order to get furs, do as other parties do, but we never
sell liquor.” 3 To most people this looked like a distinction with
out a difference.
Rev. -Gorbett who had resided at Red River from 1852 to
1855, informed the-vSelect Committee that he had often seen In1. Ross, Red RlveV Settlement, pp. 372-376.
2. Hudson’s Bay Company, Return to an Address of the Honorable the House
of Commons, April 23, 1849, p. 61.
3. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company. Aus 17.
1857, p. 61.
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April 11, Mr. Lawrence received a reply from Lord Palmers
ton, stating that the matter had been referred to the Secretary
of State for t'he Colonies,'who had demanded an explanation from
the Company and had received in return a letter from Governor
Pelly containing an emphatic denial of the charge.- Governor
Pelly declared that all of the efforts of the Hudson’s Bay Com
pany to suppress the evil were neutralized by the fact that liquor
was used so extensively by the American traders.1
In the midst of all this accusation and denial, one fact seems
to stand out clear—liquor was used wherever there was compe
tition. Although the Company might not have been guilty to
such an extent as their enemies claimed, nevertheless, they could
not entirely clear themselves of the charge. Many Englishmen
felt that the cause of humanity and civilization demanded that
the .Company be removed from their position of power. Mem
bers of the Aborigines Protection Society became particularly
active in investigating such charges -against the Company. Their
publications influenced public opinion greatly.
We noticed Ross’s remark in connection wth the rejection
of his bill fo r export trade in 1844 that from that day the halfbreeds turned their thoughts toward the Americans and the Amer
ican Government. This influence of the Americans was felt in
more ways than one. Their traders secured annually a large
amount of the furs that would otherwise have gone to the British
Company. They forced their rivals to pay higher prices. The
low prices which.the Hudson’s Bay Company had been in the
habit of paying were in fact largely responsible for the extensive
smuggling.
It has been estimated that the value of the goods bartered
for the furs was under one-twentieth of the value of these furs
in England.1
2 A servant of the Company, Alexander. Simpson,
declared that in one year the gross value of the furs traded by
the Company amounted to £211,000 and the net profits to £119,000.
The prices of the articles of trade were estimated to the Indians
in the beaver skins according to a fixed scale.3 In some cases this,
scale was 200% or more above the London price.4 It was claimed
that at times a silver fox skin might be obtained for three or four
tin kettles.
In 1839, silk was substituted for beaver fur in the manu
facture of hats. Beaver began to decline in price and continued
to do so for several years, but in spite of this fact the Company
increased the price which they paid for the furs.5 They were
1. For this correspondence, see appendix. No. 5.
2. Hudson’s Bay Company, Return to an Address of the Honorable the House
of Commons, April '23, 1849. p. 18.
3. For a description of the trading process, see appendix. No. 12.4. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. 17,
1857, p. 34.
5. Ib„ pp. 34, 35.

' -

5
H.
- V .f

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

301

course the Indians and half-breeds looked to those who paid them
the highest prices as their best friends and natural protectors.
Indeed it got to be very common after the Sayer trial, when they
did not get the price they wanted at Ft. Garry, for them to an
nounce boldly that they would take their furs to Pembina.1
This attachment for the Americans was shared by many
Seotch settlers but for a somewhat different reason. They felt
that the stability of the American Government would afford se
curity against the violence and dominance of the half-breeds.2
In the census for 1849 there were 137 more males than females in
the colony, but in 1856 there were 73 more females than males.
This change is explained by the fact that many young men had
gone down into the United States to get employment which they
were not able to secure at Red. River.3 A part of them stayed
onljr during the winters and the words which they spoke in praise
o f the Americans on their return helped to keep up the strong
American tendency.4
'
British pride was touched by the knowledge of these facts,
and in spite-of the expressions of loyalty found in the commu- '
ideations from the Red River settlers to the Home Government,
serious apprehensions were aroused that unless something were
done to hold the country it would be eventually lost.^ Again and
again do we find this opinion expressed. In the words of Chief
Justice Draper of Canada, “ the effect of all the commercial in
tercourse of the country being necessarily with the United States,
will be to make all the interests of the inhabitants American, all
their dealings American and the Americans will come up there
for the purpose of obtaining payment for any goods which they
furnish; the whole tendency of that must be to make the people
look more to the country with which they are continually deal
ing, than to one which they have nothing at all to do with.” *
Certain specific events have given reasonable grounds for
this fear. About the time of the discussion over the Oregon ques
tion, American influence in the settlement became so strong that
a petition was ■actually drawn up by the settlers and sent to
"Washington to be presented to Congress, but where it was refused
admission. The general purport of the petition was said to have
been an expression of complaint against the government of the
Hudson’s Bay Company and a desire for annexation to the United
l.
1S57,
2.
3.
4.
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was started to open- a trade route between Lake Superior and
Red River in order to share in the profits of the now well-known
“ Red River trade.” General Cass was said to have introduced
a petition in the Michigan State Legislature asking that the Gov
ernment explore and improve such a route, representing that
such a thing could be done at a very reasonable cost.1
About the same time a Democratic Convention was held in
St. Paul, and according to a report published in a Toronto news
paper there were present delegates form the Red River district
who had been elected by British subjects. Naturally the ques- f
tion had arisen as to their rights in such a convention and it was
finally decided that as this whole country would soon be settled V
by white people and as the Hudson’s Bay Company would not aid
in such settlement no good reason existed as to why these people
should not. have:-' the benefit of American institutions if they
wanted them.1
2.
But the American influence and the American power were
not to extend any further. Rumors had been circulating in-Can
ada for some time as to the profits of the Red River trade and the
encroachments of the Americans. ■ An association of Toronto
merchants was formed for the purpose of reviving something like
the old North West Company to draw back to Canada the wealth
she lost in 1821.3 A number of traders went out from Toronto
and other parts of Canada to engage in trade against the Com
pany. The Toronto merchants sent Capt. William Kennedy4 in
January, 1857, to Red River to look over the situation and report
the feasibility of attempting to break down the monopoly of the
Company. On his return to Toronto after an absence of several
months he published a report in which he strongly condemned
the policy of the Company and represented that great profits
could be secured by opening up a trade between Canada and Red
River.5
During the month of April 1857, there was presented to the
Canadian Parliament a petition signed by “ Roderick Kennedy
and 574 others” , residents of Red River. The most important
points in the petition are:
(1) The land deeds offered by -the Company would reduce
the colonists to- slavery.
(2) Persecution of those who have been engaged in fur trade
1. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. 17,
1S57, pp. 109, 185.
2. The Hudson’s Bay Question, (Reprinted - from the Colonial Intelligencer)
F. W. C. London, 1857, p. 6.
a. Renort from'the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Company, A u g .'17,
1857, p. 7.
4. The same Capt. Kennedy who was joined with Mr. Isbister against the
Company in 1846-47.
5. The Hudson's Bay Question—(Reprinted from the Colonial Intelligencer)
F. C. W . London, 1857, p. 13.
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most aggressive members of the Committee and the most active
in bringing out points against the Company. Mr. Edward Ellice
took a very prominent part in. the proceedings, first as a mem
ber of the Committee, endeavouring to bring out facts favor
able. to the Company and finally as a very skillful witness for the
Company.
The witnesses were drawn from practically every source from
w.h"<h information could be secured. Sir George Simpson, for
thirty seven years resident Governor of the Company’s territories,
was a most able defender of its policy in Rupert’s Land. Edward
Ellice represented the stock-holders and upheld the general sys
tem of management. Mr. Isbister was the earnest supporter of
the interests of the Red River colonists. Chief Justice Draper,
John Ross, the President of the Canadian Grand Trunk Railway,
and Alfred Roche, who had been in the Government service in
Canada, advocated, the. Canadian claims.
The fiery Irishman,
John M ’Laughlin,.paid off an old grudge against the Company by
the character of his evidence. The Rt. Rev. David Anderson,
Bishop of Rupert’s Land, gave an impartial account of the con
ditions in Red River from the view point of the clergy. . On the
other hand, Rev. G. 0. Corbett was particularly bitter against the
Company." Explorers like Sir George Back, Dr. King, Lieut. Col.
Lefroy, and Sir John Richardson were for the most part favora
ble to the Company. Mr. Wm. Kernaghan, a Chicago merchant,
represented those persons who were interested in seeing the Red
River trade diverted to the Great Lakes.
The Committee made their final report July 31, the main
points of which w ere:
(1) It was recommended that Canada be allowed to annex
portions of the territory most suitable for settlement and that the
authority of the Company cease entirely in such portions.
(2) In ease that Canada was ready Jo assume jurisdiction
over this territory immediately, it was recommended that a tem
porary government be established.
(3) It was considered advisable that the Company be al
lowed to continue in their exclusive trading privileges in the por
tion of the territory not suited to settlement.
(4) A hope was expressed that at the next session of Parlia
ment a bill could be presented which would lay the foundations
for a satisfactory settlement of the whole question.1
This report together with the proceedings of the Committee
and the Minutes of Evidence were bound together in one large
volume which is still a perfect mine of information on every sub
ject connected with the Company.
While these investigations were progressing in London, a
•
-----------1.

Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Company, Aug. 17,

1857, in. an(* lv.

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

.

307

APPENDIX
No. 1.

“ Petition of the Inhabitants and Natives of the Settlement
situated on the Red River, in the Assiniboin, Country, British
North America.
To the Honourable the Legislative Assembly of the Province
of Canada, in Parliament assembled.
The Petition of the undersigned Inhabitants and Natives of
the Settlement situated on the Red River, in Assiniboin Country,
British North' America,
Humbly showeth,
*
/
That many years ago a body of British emigrants were induced to
settle in this country under very flattering promises made to them
by the late Earl of Selkirk, and under certain contracts.
All those promises and contract^ which have led them to hope
that, protected by British laws, they would enjoy the fruits of
their labors, have been evaded.
On the coalition of the rival companies, many of us, Euro
peans and Canadians, settled with our families around this nu
cleus of civilization in the wilderness, in full expectation that none
would interrupt our enjoyment of those privileges which we be
lieve to be ours by birthright, and which are secured to all Her
Majesty’s subjects in any other British colony.
We have paid large sums of money to the Hudson’s Bay Com
pany for land, yet we cannot obtain deeds for the same. The
Company’s agents have made several attempts to force upon us
deeds which would reduce ourselves and our posterity to the most
abject slavery under that body. As evidence of this, we append
a copy of such deeds as have been offered to us for signature.
Under what we believe to be a fictitious charter, but which the
Company’s agents have maintained to be the fundamental law of
“ Rupert’s Land,” we have been prevented the receiving in ex
change the peltries of our country for any of the products of our
labour, and have been forbidden giving peltries in exchange for
any of the imported necessaries of life, under the penalty of being
imprisoned, and of having our properties confiscated; we have
been forbidden to take peltries in exchange even for food sup
plied to famishing Indians.
The Hudson’s Bay Company’s clerks, with an armed police,
have entered into settler’s houses in quest of furs, and confiscated
all they found.- One poor settler, after having his goods seized,
had his house burnt to the ground, and afterward was conveyed
prisoner to York Factory.
■-
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and particularly to the interest of Canada, and even to civiliza
tion and humanity may soon take place.
. '
Our country is bordering on Minnesota territory: a trade for
some years Has been carried on between us. "We are there met by
very high duties on all articles which we import into that terri
tory, the benefits of the Eeciprocity Treaty not being extended
to us. Notwithstanding this, the trade has gone on increasing,
and will continue to do so; we have already great cause to envy
those laws and those commercial advantages which we see enjoyed
by our neighbors, and which, wherever they exist, are productive
of prosperity and wealth.
As British subjects, we desire that the same liberty and free
dom of commerce as well as security of property, may be granted
to us as is enjoyed in all other possessions of the British Crown,
which liberty’ has become essentially necessary to our prosperity,
and to the tranquility of this colony.
We believe that the colony in which we live is a portion of
that territory which became attached t<5 the Crown .of England
- by the Treaty of 1763, and that the dominion heretofore exer
cised by the Hudson’s Bay Company is an ursurpation antagon
istic to civilization and to the best interests of the Canadian people,
whose laws being extefaded to us, will guarantee the enjoyment
of those rights and liberties which would leave us nothing to envy
in the institutions of the neighboring territory.
When we contemplate the mighty tide of immigration which
has flowed towards the north these six years past, and has al
ready filled the valley of the Upper Mississippi with settlers, and
which will this year flow over the height of land and fill up the
valley of the Red River, is there no danger of being carried away
by that flood, and that we may thereby lose our nationality? We
love the British name! We are proud of that glorious fabric, the
British Constituton, raised by the wisdom, cemented and hallowed
by the blood of our forefathers.
We have represented our grievances to the Imperial Govern
ment, but through the chicanery of the Company and its false
representations we have not been heard, and much less have our
grievances been redressed. It would seem, therefore, that we
have no other choice than the Canadian plough and printing
press, or the American rifle and Fugitive Slave law.
We, therefore, as dutiful and loyal subjects of the British
Crown humbly pray that your Honourable House will take into
your immediate*consideration the subject of this our petition, and
that such measures may be devised and adopted as will extend
to us the protection o f the Canadian Government, laws and insti
tutions, $nd make us equal participators in those rights and liber-
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positing at the foot of the throne our humble and respectful sup
plications.
(1) As British subjects, we desire ardently to be governed
according to" the principles of that constitution which makes
happy all the numerous subjects of our august Sovereign.
Justice being administered by a judge paid by the Company,
the Councillors who make the laws being, creatures of the Com
pany, or interested only in not displeasing it in any way. being
all of them, moreover, elected by the Governor and Committee of
the said Company, it follows that the people feel a lack of con
fidence, and do not believe at all in the possibility o f winning a
suit in any case which concerns the Company, or a friend, or a
favorite of theirs. This disposition of minds, so dangerous to the
peace and public tranquility, will not exist if the people, as is
the ease elsewhere in the British possessions, had a pai't in mak
ing the laws and if they were independent of the Company.
We dare humbly to express the thought that justices
of the peace or magistrates, chosen from among those whom the '
people respect and consider upright, would be a mode of justice
•sufficient for a long time yet, or at least until the municipal rev
enues are great enough to meet the expenses demanded by a reg
ular court of justice.
(2) As British subjects we desire and demand urgently that
there be accorded to us that liberty of trade, so necessary to the
prosperity of states and so powerfully maintained by the laws
in all the other possessions of our august Sovereign.
By reason of the monopoly accorded to the Hudson’s Bay
Company, the natives have the painful imposition of seeing ex
ported all the wealth of their country for-the exclusive profit of
foreign traders, and all the colonists find themselves under the
necessity of using imported goods, without being able to export
in exchange any of the productions of their country; if some
times certain individual traders have wished to attempt to trans
port some of the goods of the country, the Company has caused
them so much embarrassment, that they have been compelled to
desist, and always to the detriment of the country. Under such
a rule people are reduced to a kind of slavery; the efforts of the
most energetic of those persons who are industrious and who are
endowed .with ability along commercial lines are neutralized; and
under this state of affairs, public discontent can only go on in
creasing all the time until there is an explosion fatal to all the
parties. . . A word of clemency from the lips of our Sovereign
will spare us these dangers by establishing happiness and peace
in our country; then in giving to trade the energy which it draws
from liberty, will deposit on our soil the germ of prosperity.
(3) We beg also that our municipal Council may be per
mitted to sell lands to those who emigrate from a foreign countrv
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No. 142, and therein.described, the whole containing one hundred
and twenty-five statute acres or thereby, and well known to the
said Joseph Monkman, with the necessary appurtenances thereto,
* To have and to hold the said piece or parcel of land hereby de
mised or intended so to be, and every part thereof, with the ap
purtenances, unto the said Joseph Monkman, his executors, ad
ministrators: and assigns, from the day next before the day of
the date of these presents, and for and during the full term of
one thousand years,, thence next ensuing; yielding and paying
therefore yearly and every year, during the said term, and upon
the Michaelmas day in each year, the rent or sum of three pep
percorns, the first payment whereof to be made upon the twentyninth day of September next ensuing the date hereof. And the
sard Joseph Monkman, for himself, his heirs and executors, and
administrators-, doth hereby covenant and agree with .the said
Governor and Company, in manner following, that is to say, That
he the said Joseph Monkman shall or will,, within forty days fromthe date-:hereof; settle and establish himself or themselves and
continue to reside upon the said hereby demised land, and shall
or will within five years from the date of these presents, bring, or
cause to procure to be brought into a state of cultivation onesixth part of the said hereby demised land, and thenceforth con
tinue the same in such state. And that the said Joseph Monkman, his executors, administrators, or assigns, shall or will from
time to time, and at all times during the said term, contribute in
a due proportion to the expense of all public establishments,'
■whether of an ecclesiastical, civil, military, or other nature,
including therein the maintenance of the clergy, the building
and endowment of schools, which are or shall or may be formed
under the authority of the Charter or charters hereinbefore re
ferred to. And also that he or they at the proper seasons in
every year, and in or toward the making and repairing of such
roads and highways as lie within two miles from the hereby de
mised premises, shall or will employ himself or themselves, and
his or their servants, horses, cattle, carts, and carriages, and other
necessary things for that purpose, where and when required so
to do by the surveyor or overseer for the time being, appointed
for the making and amending public roads, bridges and highways,
within such limit as aforesaid; such requisition, nevertheless,
in point of time not to exceed six days in each year computed
day by day, and from Michaelmas to Michaelmas; and shall or will
use his or their endeavors for the benefit and support of the cler
gyman to. whom or whose communion he or they shall belong, by
employing himself, or themselves, and his or their servants, horses,
cattle, carts, and carriages, and other things necessary, for the
purpose, not exceeding at and after the rate of three days in the
- spring, and-three days in the autumn of each year, and in every
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any sum not exceeding five pounds, for and upon every one hun
dred pounds in value or amount of the produce, goods and com
modities which shall or may be conveyed to or from Port Nelson
from or to the port of London as aforesaid, and so in propor
tion for a less quantity in value or in amount than one hundred
pounds, unless the same kind of produce, goods, and commodi
ties shall be subject to a higher rate of duty on importation at
Quebec, and then in cases of importation. That he or they shall
and will pay and allow unto the said Governor and Company
sums at and after the same rate as shall be paid or payable at
Quebec, such value or amount to be from time to time fixed and
ascertained in all cases of import by and upon the actual bona
fide invoice prices, and in all cases of export by the net proceeds
of sales at London aforesaid. And the said Joseph Monkman, for
himself, his heirs, executors, and administrators, doth hereby fur
ther covenant with the said Governor and Company, ‘and their
successors, that the said Joseph Monkman, his executors, adminis
trators, and assigns, will use his and their best endeavours to
maintain the defense and internal peace of the territories of the
said Governor and Company in North America, and shall and will
be chargeable therewith according tp such laws and regulations
as are now in force in respect of the same territories, or as shall
from time to time be made by competent authority; and also that
he the said Joseph Monkman, his executors, administrators, or
assigns, shall not nor will at any time or times during the said
term, or by any direct cr indirect, mediate or immediate manner,
ways or means, infringe or violate, or set about or attempt to
infringe or violate, or aid, assist, or abet, or set about or attempt
to aid, assist, or abet, or supply with spirituous liquors, trading
goods, provisions or other necessaries,. any person or persons
whomsoever, corporate or incorporate, or any prince, power, po
tentate, or state whatsoever, who shall infringe or violate, or who
shall set about or attempt to infringe or violate the exclusive
rights, powers, privileges, and immunities of commerce, trade,
and traffic, or all or any of the exclusive rights, powers, privi
leges and immunities of or belonging or in any wise appertain
ing to, orrheld, used, or enjoyed by the said Governor and Com
pany and their successors under their charter or charters, with
out the license or consent of the said Governor and Company and
their successors for the time being first had and obtained. And
lastly, that the said Joseph Monkman, his executors, administra
tors, or assigns, shall not, nor will at any time during the said term,
underlet, or assign, otherwise alienate, or dispose, or part with,
the actual possession of the said land hereby demised, or any
part thereof, for all or any part of the said term, or any interest
derived under the same, without the consent in writing of the
said Governor and Company for the time being first had and
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No. 4.
‘ •To the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for the
Colonies.
The humble Memorial of the undersigned Deputies frqm the
Natives of Rupert’s Land, North America.
Most respectfully showeth,
That your memorialists are natives of Rupert’s-Land, North
America, entrusted with the duty of presenting the accompany
ing petition from their fellow countrymen, the Indians and Halfbreeds, residing in and near the colony of the Red River, pray
ing for the redress of certain grievances.
That, from the harsh administration of the Hudson’s Bay
Company, discontent and misery prevail among the natives of Ru
pert’s Land, to an unparalleled extent;; and your memorialists
are most anxious that Her Majesty’s Government should, as early
as possible, inquire into the condition of the unfortunate people,
who are compelled "to appeal to their Sovereign for protection,
against the ruinous effects and consequences of the monopoly
which the Hudson’s Bay Company have so long enjoyed under a
charter, that; according to some of tfie highest legal authorities,
has long since lost its force. Your memorialists, trusting that a
wise and paternal Government, distinguished for its attachment
to a liberal policy and the principles of commercial freedom, will
not suffer to pass unheeded the prayers of an- oppressed and in
jured race, proceed to lay before your Lordship the grievances
which gave rise to the accompanying petition, and humbly solicit
your earnest attention to the same.
They complain, in the first instance,------ That, by the practice
of exclusive trading with the natives, which the Hudson’s Bay
Company assert is secured to them by the Royal Charter, that
Company has, for nearly the last 200 years, to the utter impover
ishment, if not ruin, of the natives, amassed a princely revenue,
which, as your memorialists believe, now amounts to nearly a
quarter of a -million sterling per annum. Though one of the lead
ing objects contemplated by the incorporation of the Company
was the introduction o f Christianity amongst the Indians, and the
securing a due provision for their moral and religious improve
ment, little or none of the vast sums the Company has been per
mitted to accumulate has been devoted to such purposes.
That,- on the contrary, with a view of keeping the natives in
a state of utter, dependence, and of perpetuating the wandering
and precarious life of the hunter, on which they erroneously con
sider the existence of the fur trade to depend, they have permitted
generation after generation of the hapless race consigned to
their care; to pass their lives in the darkest heathenism. There
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and most valuable furs.
Without tents of any kind to pro
tect them from the severity of an arctic climate, unable, from their
migratory pursuits, to abide ia. permanent habitations, half naked,
owing to the exorbitant prices demanded for the clothes furnished
by the Company, whilst they are at the same time restricted from
exchanging the produce of their toil with any other parties, kept
constantly in the Company’s debt, which they spend their whole
lives in an ineffectual effort to clear off, exposed yearly to all the
horrors of famine, and the attendant crimes of murder and can
nibalism; the wretchedness of the peoples’ condition can scarcely
admit of addition. The scarcity which prevails in the northern
districts is gradually but surely extending to the south, and un
less the Government of this country interpose its parental in
terference to wean the Indians from their present wandering
habits, and endeavour to turn their attention to agricultural pur
suits,.the whole of the northern tribes must, at no distant period,
when the resources of the chase shall have failed them, be sub
jected to alb the 'horrors of a wide-spread famine, from which
they never can emerge.
That, from the line of conduct pursued by the Company, it
does not appear probable to your Lordship’s memorialists that
sufficient precaution will be taken by them to avert so overwhelm
ing an evil. Their agents in the country are, for the most part,
men of very limited information, and loose moralists; wholly im
bued with the mere spirit of trade, few of them are possessed of
these generous sympathies and enlarged views which are neces
sary for undertaking and carrying out any comprehensive scheme
of social amelioration. Their deity is gold, to obtain which they
trample down Christianity and benevolence.
That, feeling the utter inadequacy of the remuneration for
their furs from the Company, many of the more enterprising of
the natives have formed a resolution to export their own produce
and import their own supplies, independently of the Company.
They argue that, even supposing the Charter to be still valid, and
that it vests in the Company an exclusive right of trade to the
Hudson’s Bay as against all other traders from Britain, none of
its provisions are or can be binding on the natives to trade with
the Company exclusively or can prevent them from carrying their
furs or property out of the country to the best market. Where
this course has been adopted, however, the Company’s agents have
seized the furs of such parties as refused to sell them at the
prices fixed b y the Company, and, in some instances, have im
prisoned the recusant natives. Against such gross aggressions on
the rights and liberties of the natives, your memorialists most
vehemently protest. Being unable to obtain redress from the
local courts of the country, your memorialists feel entitled to
claim the protection of the British Government, and humbly en-
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for reasons that will readily appear, opposed to the spread of
information among the native population, and unfortunately they
possess too many facilities for carrying into effect the Short
sighted and pernicious policy by which they have been uniformly
guided in their intercourse with the natives. They are without
direct or positive accountability to the Legislature of this country,
and as regards their operations in the distant region over which
they exercise jurisdiction, are practically beyond the reach of
public opinion. Their sole aim is, avowedly, to draw the greatest
possible revenue from the country, to attain which the considera
tions of humanity and religion are overlooked; while, as your
Lordship will perceive by the statements now submitted, the lives
of the unoffending native race, who for no fault of their own, and
for no reason that can be given, are deprived of their inheritance
and their natural rights, and thus of the power of helping them
selves, and are.being virtually sacrificed year by y.ear to the same
selfish and iniquitous object. What must be the ultimate fate
of this unhappy people, under such a system, it is easy to forsee
as it is painful to contemplate.
Your memorialists feel assured that upon a due consideration
;•. ►
'
of the statements now brought forward, supported as they are by ;>**■;E
•I
a weight of testimony which places their accuracy beyond dis
pute, your Lordship will extend to them that humane and con
■ti
• •\
siderate attention to which their great and urgent importance
entitles them. What further corroboration may be deemed neces
sary in support of the above allegations, your memorialists are
ready to supply, as well as to suggest such remedies as are calcu
lated to remove the evils complained of— such remedies as a peo
ple,, both willing and able to help themselves, but deprived of the
power, alone require, to restore to them the blessings of peace and
prosperity, and render them happy, contented and grateful sub
jects.
(Signed),
A. K. Isbister.
T. Vincent.
m
G. Sinclair
D. V. Stewart.
J. M ’Leod.
J. Isbister.
£. -I
17 February, 1847.”
Hudson’s Bay Company, Return to an Address of the Honorable the House of
Commons, April 23, 1849, p. 1.
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refer to the immense amount of spirituous liquor which is imported
by the Hudson’s Bay Company annually, not only for their trade
in the British possessions, but which is furnished to the Indians
who reside and hunt within the limits of the United States. That
this evil exists to a very great extent, and renders null all the
efforts of our Government to prevent the introduction of ardent
spirits into the Indian country, is a fact which can be established
by incontestable testimony, and has already been made the sub
ject of memorials to the proper department. My object in mak
ing the communication which I have now the honor to address
you is, to ascertain whether there would be any impropriety in
having the matter brought to the notice of the British Govern
ment, in the shape of a friendly remonstrance from you to the
Minister of that power. I know of no other way to accomplish
the proposed end, winch is the repression of an evil of great mag
nitude, threatening the peace of our northwestern frontier.
I have, etc.
JWf M ' .

yS.y ..Mi

(Signed)

Henry H. Sibley.
No. 2.
Viscount Palmerston to Mr. Lawrence.
Foreign Office, 11 April, 1850.I

Sir.
I did not fail to refer to Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of
State for the Colonies yo.ur letter of the 12th of February last, re
monstrating against the practice alleged to be pursued by the
Hudson’s Bay Company of furnishing annually to the Indians
who reside and hunt within the limits of the United States, large
quantities of spirituous liquors; and I have now the honour to
transmit to you herewith a copy of a letter which Earl Grey has
received from Sir John Pelly, the Governor of the Hudson’s Bay
Company.
In that letter, Sir John Pelly states that spirits are never
given to the Indians by the Hudson’s Bay Company in the way of
trade, either on the frontier or in any other part of the terri
tories of the Company. Sir John Pelly states, however, that per
sons residing at the Red River Settlement and at Pembina, within
the American frontier, carry on an extensive and illicit traffic in
furs with the-Indians residing within the territories of the Hud
son’s Bay Company, and that great quantities of spirituous liqu,ors are sold to the Indians in the course of that traffic; and Sir
John Pelly adds, that although the Hudson’s Bay Company employ
all the means in their power to suppress this traffic, their efforts
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and that the furs so procured invariably find their way to the fur
traders at St. Peter’s. This is the evil which endangers the peace
of the frontier, if it he endangered, and which the Hudson’s Bay
Company is using every means in their power to suppress; but
their efforts toward this end have been in a great measure neu
tralized by the encouragement given to it from the American side
of the border.
The American Government, I am aware, has established strin
gent regulations against the use of spirits in the Indian Trade,
but it is a well known fact that those regulations are evaded, and
that spirits are even clandestinely introduced into the Company’s
territories by citizens of the United States. In a country situ
ated as these frontier districts aTe, it is not an easy matter to
give effect to regulations or laws, to the breach of which there is
so strong a temptation in the gain to which it leads; but I can
confidently assure your Lordship of the readiness of the Hudson’s
Bay Company to use the most strenuous exertions to carry out
any measures which her Majesty’s Government and the Govern
ment of the United States may agree upon as best adapted to re
press the evil in question.
I am not sorry, my Lord, that this subject has been brought
under your Lordship’s notice, as it affords me an opportunity of
correcting the erroneous statements which have been made in Par
liament, and promulgated through the press, respecting the quan
tities of spirits imported into their territories by the Hudson’s
Bay Company.
Your Lordship will probably be surprised when I inform
you that, from the year 1842 to 1849 inclusive, the average quan
tity annually imported by the Company into the whole of the
territories under their control, to the easf and west of the Rocky
Mountains, is only 4396% gallons; a quantity, which, if distrib
uted only to the men employed in the service in daily allowances,
would amount to less than two table-spoonfuls to each man. It
is to be observed, too,, ihat out of the above mentioned quantity
the troops stationed at Red River Settlement in 1846, 1847 and
1848 (whose consumption in daily rations alone was upwards of
4500 gallons} had to be supplied, and also the corps of pensioners
who succeeded them. There cannot, therefore, have been much
left for the demoralization of the natives.
I have, etc.,
(Signed)
--------------

-

J. H. Pelly.”
•

Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aug. IS
1857,
57, p. 369.
•
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Estimated Requisition of Country Produce, 1845, Prom Red
River.
12 Cwt. corned beef
3 Cwt. smoked beef
3 Bushels Barley, rough
50 Cwt. Biscuit, fine
60-Boards, Oak 12% ft- 7x-% in
10 Boards, Oak 15 ft. 7x% in
(for sleds)
70 Firkins, 56 lbs. Butter, salt
10 Firkins 28 lbs, Butter, salt
6 Tinnets 10 lbs. Butter, salt
L
(or Maecaroons)
;
:.N
220 Cheese, sweet milk
10- bus. Com,. Indian, hulled
15 Kegs, Eggs
.
200. Cwt. Flour 1st quality
•,: - 'fl& iijl
550 Cwt. Flour 1st and 2nd quality6 Cwt. Grease, Soft
50 Hams
50 Bales* Meat; dried
400 Bags, Pemmican
70 Cwt. Pork, salted
8 bus. Onions
•
No. 7.
Freighter’s License.
Copy of a license which had been issued to an importer July
29,1845 by Governor Christie. The license is practically the same
as the one provided for in 1844, except that it is slightly more
specific.
“ I hereby license...................................... ......... .............. of Red
River Settlement, to carry on the business of a freighter between
Red River Settlement aforesaid and York Factory; provided,
however, that this shall be null and void for every legal purpose
from this date, if he traffic in anything whatever beyond the limits
of the said settlement excepting in so far as he may do so under
any municipal regulation, or if he traffic in furs within Rupert’s
Land or without, or if he become or continue to be the employer,
or agent, or the partner of any person who may traffic or usurp
or may have trafficked or usurped as aforesaid, or of any such
person’s debtor.” 1
1.
Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson's Bay Company, Aue. IT,
1857, p. 272, No. 4892.
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duties imposed upon American imports to the English tariff, or
at least in so far remodelling the same that they will not amount,
as at present, almost to a prohibition, and respectfully suggest
that five per cent, or six be fhe maximum rate on all foreign im
ports, without any differential duty, except on such articles as
may interfere with the existing laws of the United States or Eng
land, or your honourable body may deem injurious to the welfare
of the settlement.” 1
No. 9.
“ Enclosure No. 21. Translation of a letter from Rev. Mr.
Beleour to Mr. A. K. Isbister.
Quebec, Lower Canada, 21 December 1847.
As I was leaving the Red River at the end of October last, I
had the pleasure to catch a hasty and partial glance at your pam
phlet on the subject of the petition'of the inhabitants of the Red
River: district against certain proceedings of the Hudson’s BayCompany. As I do not find a single copy of it in this place, you
w ill confer a favour on me by sending me a few impressions of it,
so that I may be enabled to make the Archbishop of Quebec per
fectly acquainted with the matter. I ought to tell you, that for
the sake of peace I have been obliged to take this step. I believe
that I both may and ought conscientiously and lawfully take-it.
Of two evils one must cnoose the less; and it was necessary for
me either to consent to become a witness to the excesses of an
outraged and irritated people, or to consent, by drawing up this
petition, to expose myself to the animadversions of the Company.
1 now endure this animosity on the part of the Governor, who, far
from acknowledging the good services that I have really rendered,
by preventing the shedding of blood, by means of my influence
with the people, persecutes me to the uttermost. What you have
learned, as well from the petition itself as from the instructions
placed in the hands of Mr. James Sinclair, the Commissioner, con
tains nothing but truths verified by facts. It is perhaps for this
reason that the Company finds it so difficult a task to defend it
self. The Governor, Sir George Simpson, having complained of
this step, as regards myself, to the Archbishop of Quebee, has
gone so far as to tell his Grace that he demanded my recall to
Canada; failing which, he threatened to let the effect of his re
sentment fall on all the clergy of the Red River. Now, .by re
calling me, or causing me to be recalled, he prevents, as much as
in him lies, the advancement of civilization among the Indians.
>1. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, Aup. 17,
1S57, p. 288.
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one, to Quebec, to the care of the Rev. Charles F. Cazeau, Secre
tary to the Archbishop of Quebec.
G. A. B .” 1
No. 10.
“ Enclosure in No. 11. Copy of Instructions to the Delegates
by Members of the Committee.
"We, the undersigned members of a Committee elected by the
people in order to redact a petition, to elect a messenger, and
commit to writing instructions to the same, in conformity with
the desires and unanimously known interest of the people, have
inscribed the following observations:
It will be a duty to the commissionary to take the opportunity
of every favourable circumstance to give a true state of the man
ner in which this colony and this country in general is governed;
to expose sincerely the desires of its inhabitants, and the possible
improvement for their welfarer He shall make use of moderation,
speaking of those whose interests are opposed to ours with dis
cretion, and'in honest terms. He shall have a peculiar care in
advancing nothing but what could' be duly proved.
He must note, previously, that the Company having brought
from the succession of Lord Selkirk his rights upon this colony,
we do consider the same Company as being obliged to fulfil the
contracts of it, and to promote the prosperity of the said colony.
He shall represent,— *
1st. That several individuals are complaining that the Com
pany have obliged them to pay lands, without giving them any
contract in legal form, and in spite of their will, the officers of the
Company retaining upon the wages of their servants the price of
the same lands, which price has been placed not in the municipal
trunk (bank), but in that of the Company; is it then that the
Company might have the property of the lands? This appears to
us inseparably united to the rights of the Crown.
2d. The Company gives in circulation, bills; the exchange
thereof cannot be received but in London, a thing which is im
possible to the greatest number of us. Could we not have a right
to require that exchange of them be done in this'country, and in
the most central part of the colony?
3d. Already the chief factor, named Governor of the Assiniboin, has made us to understand that he might suddenly stop the
course of the money-papers, which would expose us to losses, and
occasionate great difficulties in our transactions.
In order to
avoid a danger of whieh we have threatened, and that the least
pretext in a quick-minded man might lead to execution, the com
missionary shall invoeate the Influence of his Lordship,,in order
1. Hudson’s Bay Company. Return to an Address of the Honorable the House
of Commons, April 23, 1849, p. 99.
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fixed upon the truth of our observations, and the sincere inten
tion that we have to keep the peace and spare the life o f Her de
voted subjects.” 1
No. 11.
“ To the Metis and Colonists of Red River.
This is written to inform you 'that your cause in this country
is making progress and gaining ground. I was really surprised
on arriving here how generally it had aroused the interest of the
people of Great Britain. Persevere and be fearless in your pres
ent attitude. Especially do not resort to violent means, but be
firm and resolute in maintaining your rights. As the English
papers and especially the British Parliament keep saying that you
have £ull power to carry on trade with whomsoever you please
and in all products of your country.
Do not listen to the ridiculous stories told you to intimidate
you. You have Right on your side. Your-compatriot Mr. Isbister has aroused the interest of very powerful friends on this side
of the sea, who will support you if you show yourselves worthy of
the interest they feel towards you.
Don’t be afraid, friends. Go ahead!!
Your very sincere friend,
John M ’Laughlin.” 1
No. 12.
The Hudson’s Bay Company Trading Form.
“ Thus, an Indian arriving at one of the Company’s estab
lishments with a bundle of furs, which he intends to trade, pro
ceeds, in the first instance, to the trading room; there the trader
separates the furs into lots, and, after adding up the amount, de
livers to the Indian a number of little pieces of wood, indicating
the number of made-beaver to which his hunt amounts. He is
next taken to the store-room, where he finds- himself surrounded
by bales of blankets, slop-coats, guns, knives, powder horns, flints,
axes, &c. Each article has a recognized value in made-beaver.
A slop-coat, for example, is 12 made-beavers, for which the Indian
delivers up 12 of his pieces of w ood; for a gun he gives 20; fo r a
knife, 2; and so on, until his stock of wooden cash is expended.” 1
3
2
1. Hudson's Bay Company, (Red River Settlementy. Return to an Address of
the Honorable'the House of Commons, April 23, 1849, pp. 48-49.
2. Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Comoany, Aug. 17,
1857, p. 263.
3. Ib.t 35.
.
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that one way by which to prevent the disorders apprehended
would be, vigorously to exclude such as threaten disorders be
cause they cannot have the exclusive possession of it...................
“ That it is a duty on' our part to contradict, in most unquali
fied terms, the statements respecting the use of spirituous liquors
in this country. So far from its even being withheld as an arti
cle of trade, not only have many 6f us, when in the service of the
Company, obtained furs in barter for it, but even a settler among
us had his stock of this article taken from kim, and the same was
afterwards used by the Hudson’s Bay Company‘as an article of
trade. The entire valley of the Saskatchewan is so flooded with
this fruitful source of mischief to the Red Man, that it is almost
the exclusive -commodity with which t'he Hudson’s Bay Company
procures the large stock of provisions obtained from the Saskatch
ewan.
“ That nothing can be farther from the truth than the state
ment that the Hudson’s Bay Company have been in the habit of
taking our surplus produce; for, for thirty five out of over forty
years that this colony has been farming, they have not taken
even a tenth of what we could have supplied them. It is equally
untrue, that for the last seven years they have been obliged to
import grain from the United States in order to supply their own
wants. As to our wheat crops being uncertain, we can state
that, during the last ten years, we have not known a total failure
of crops from any course whatever, and never known them to
fail from the causes given by some of the witnesses before the
Select Committee........................... .......... ” *1
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1. The Hudson’s Bay Question (Reprinted from the Colonial Intelligencer) F. W.
C., Report of Committee of House of Commons, London, 1857.

2

■i

33?

STATE OF NOETH DAKOTA

Fitzgerald, An Examination of the Charter and Proceedings
of the Hudson’s Bay Company with reference to the Grant of Van
couver’s Island. London, 1849.
Report of the Committee Appointed to Enquire into the State
and Condition of the Countries adjoining to Hudson’s Bay, and
of the trade carried on there, Reported by Lord Strange, 24th
April, 1749.
Martin, The Hudson’s Bay Company Land Tenures and the
Occupation of Assiniboia by Lord Selkirk’s Settlers, with a list
of Grantees under the Earl and the Company, London,-1898.
Keating, Narrative of an Expedition to the Source of St.
Peter’s River, Lake Winnepeek, Lake of the Woods, etc., etc.,
performed in the year 1823, by order of the Hon. J. C. Calhoun,
Secretary of War, under the Command of Stephen H. Long, Major
U. S. T. E. 2. Vols. Philadelphia: H. C. Carey & I. Lea, 1824.
Begg, History of the North-West, 3 Vols., Toronto, 1894.
Willson,- The Great Company (1667-1871) being a History of #
the Honourable Company of Merchants—Adventurers.trading
into the Hudson’s Bay, 2 Vols., London, 1900.
Collections of the Minnesota Historical Society, Vols. I., II.,
VI.
Williams, A History of the City of St. Paul and of the Coun
ty of Ramsey, Minnesota, Saint Paul, 1876.
Stevens, Personal Recollections of Minnesota and Its People
and Early History of Minneapolis, Minneapolis, 1890.
Bishop, Floral Home or First Years of Minnesota, New York,
Sheldon, Blakeman, and Company, 1857.
Folwell, Minnesota the North Star State, Boston, 1908.
Andrews, Minnesota and Dacotah, with information relative
to the public lands and a table of statistics. Wash. D. C., 1857.
Neill, The History of Minnesota: from the earliest French
Explorations to the Present time. Philadelphia, 1882.
■Dodds, The Hudson’s Bay Company, Its Position and Pros
pects. London, 1866.
Correspondence, Papers and Documents Relating to the
Northerly and Westerly Boundaries of the Province of Ontario.
Toronto, 1882.
Pike, An Account of Expeditions to the Sources of the Missis
sippi,-and through the Western Parts of Louisiana, Philadelphia,
1810.
The Hudson’s Bay Question (Reprinted from the Colonial
Intelligencer) F. W. C., London, 1857.
-

